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FEATURED in this issue... 


Wir concress rinaLty apsournep, it is highly 
fitting that we should add the pluses, subtract the minuses, 
and figure out the score of the past two years. To get the 
result, we went to a man who has been right in the middle 
of things, the Hon. Joseph W. Martin, Jr., of Massachu- 
setts, Speaker of the House of Representatives, and we 
invite you to turn your eyes to the opposite page for The 
ichievements of the 83rd Congress. Maybe the achieve- 
ments have not been all that we might wish—they rarely 
are—but it is our conviction that our way of life is more 
strongly entrenched than it was in January, 1953. 


s 


SerreMper 18 THE anniversary month of our 
priceless Constitution, and the occasion is observed on our 
cover and in Ira E. Bennett’s penetrating article, “We The 
People”, which you will find on Page 19. The future of 
America depends on what you know about this document 
and how well aware you are of the forces that are toda) 
arrayed against it. 


& 


Pernars you HAVE BEEN one who has been some- 
what confused in regard to the issue of “McCarthyism”. 
And perhaps a college professor can help you. Turn to 
Page 7 and read “J Have Been Convinced” by Dr. George 
N. Kramer. And another college professor, Anthony T. 
Bouscaren, who certainly needs no introduction to Narion- 
1 Rerusiic readers, enlightens us on another important 
matter this month, The Oppenheimer Case, on Page 13. 


as 


Turre’s AN INSPIRING little piece on Page 16 
which you won’t want to miss. It’s called “This Is Amer- 
ica”, and it’s written by Frank W. Ball. Indeed, this is 
something we’d like the people of Asia and Europe and 
Africa and South America to read. We’re sure it would 
give them a better understanding of America. 


J 


A rew montus aco the Nationa Repus.ic pub- 
lished an article on the American Association of University 
Women, which aroused wide comment, But there is more, 
much more, on this subject, and on Page 17 Dr. Felix Witt- 
mer offers the first of a two-part story, Collectivist Record 
of the AAUW. We understand that officials of the AAU W 
do not like our disclosures—and we can’t blame them, 


& 


WHAT YOU CAN DO... 

1. Maybe you think that you’re just a little fish in a very 
big pond, and there isn’t much that you can do about the 
state of the world. But you’d be surprised how much you 
can do right in your own home town or, as it were, your 
own back yard. See Who’s Losing the Fight? by Fred De- 
Armond and John Ketchum on Page 3, 


2. In many parts of the world college students have fre- 
quently marched in the front ranks of radical movements. 
And there are plenty of young radicals on the American 
campus—and some older ones on the faculty. If you want 
to combat these forces of the Left at your own institution, 
see “Students For America” by Owen Frisby on Page 5. 
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THE ACHIEVEMENTS 
OF THE 83rd CONGRESS 


By HON. JOSEPH W. MARTIN, Jr. 


Speaker of the House of Representatives 


of and reconstruction put to work 
once more in a land bleeding and impover- 
ished by three years of cruel Communist ag- 
gression. American forces will not be com- 
mitted in Asia again without the express ap- 
proval of Congress, That is a firm and 
unequivocal pledge of this Administration. 

During the Korean action, the American 
people became entangled and snarled in a 
vast and intricate web of emergency eco- 
nomic controls. Over a period of eight 
months, the Eisenhower Administration re- 
moved those controls in an orderly manner, 
without disturbing or dislocating the na- 


peace 








HE CONSTRUCTIVE accomplishments of the 
83rd Congress mark significant historical prog- 
ress toward the restoration of orderly Constitu- 

tional Government in the United States—a broad pro- 

gram which commands the quiet, determined support 
of a vast majority of the American people, regardless 
of party. 

Taxes have been reduced by some 87.4 billions a 
year; waste, extravagance, and corruption have been 
eliminated from every facet of Federal spending; in- 
flation has been brought under control and living costs 
stabilized. 

The persistent driving forces for peace, prosperity 
and sustained economic progress have been buttressed 
and stimulated in every field 
of private enterprise, our first 
bulwark of human liberty. 

Subversion and betrayal 
have driven from the 
Federal establishment, with 
more than 2,500 security risks 
separated from the 
ment payrolls since January, 
1953. 

These are some of the great 
accomplishments of the first 
Eisenhower Congress, and all 
my reports from the country 
indicate clearly that the pro- 
and forward-looking 
people of every State vigorous- 
ly applaud these two years of 
prudent economic statesman- 
ship and devoted patriotic 
leadership. 

When the 83rd Congress as- 
sembled in January, 1953, our 
Korean casualty lists still 
were mounting at the rate of 
2500 American boys” every 
week, Within six months 
President Eisenhower’s _ per- 
sonal visit to the Korean thea- 
tre, that tragic and costly ven- 
ture was ended, and the forces 
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tional economy. The painful and challeng- 
ing transition from a war to a preparedness 
economy was accomplished without the major depres- 
sion so volubly anticipated by those who hoped for 
political gain from widespread economic distress. 
President Eisenhower is a devoted patriot and a 
consecrated public servant. He seeks nothing but the 
welfare and well-being of this mighty Nation and all 
its people, regardless of race, color, creed or station. 
Hle envisions lasting world peace as the great goal 
of our times, and guides with a sure hand and steady 
nerve toward that beckoning idea! of all humankind. 
Congress and the people are behind him, and will not 
weaken his hand. 
If control of the next Congress falls into the hands 
the opposition, the Eisenhower program will be 
ripped to shreds on the floor 
of the House and _ Senate. 
Certainly their strategy would 
be to harass and frustrate the 
President at every opportuni- 
ty in order to block his con- 
structive program, The clock 
would be turned back many 
vears. The recent Senate fili- 
buster as well as some delay- 
ing tactics in the House spell 
out clearly the danger. 
Fortunately for the country, 
only a few Democrats place 
party above the welfare of 
America, In every county and 
every precinct today there are 
thousands of patriotic Demo- 
crats who are more interested 
in bi-partisan cooperation for 
peace and prosperity, than in 
the narrower considerations of 
factional advantage. There is 
a broad common ground this 
year on which patriots of all 
parties well may meet—the 
common ground of national 
strength, national security, 
and unflinching national unity 
against the common enemy of 
Godless, world-wrecking Com- 
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munism. artisan politics will never divide real 


Americans on issues of national security. 


‘INCE January, 1953, no less than 12 different re- 

organization plans have become effective in the 
various departments of the Federal Government, One 
of these plans established the new Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, a goal toward which 
all progressive forces had been advancing for more 
than 2U years. 

After a 38-year fight, the St. 
at last become a reality. 

National defense has been re-organized and inte- 
grated to eliminate waste, over-lap and duplication, 
and to provide more solid national defense per dollar 
spent by our military services, With the weeding out 
of five-percenters, an onerous burden of graft, corrup- 
tion, and influence-peddling has been lifted from the 
backs of the taxpayers, Honesty and probity have 
restored as hallmarks of responsible, faithful 
representative government. 

Another new agency of Government, the Small Bus- 
iness Administration, has been established on a perm- 
anent basis to give direct assistance to private enter- 
prise in every field. This measure had been urged 
vigorously by the business community for more than 
15 years. The Eisenhower Administration and the 
Congress provided for the sale of the Government- 
operated synthetic rubber industry, and took steps 
along a broad front to get the Government out of 
operations that burdened the taxpayers and competed 
with private business. 

Our revamped social security laws broaden the base 
of both unemployment compensation and old age se- 
curity, in step with the progressive stature of our 
national economy. With 62 million workers gainfully 
employed, America today leads the world in the prac- 
tical application of pay-as-you-go social security. 
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‘O ASSIST the steadily increasing number of vet- 

erans with their re-adjustment problems, this Con- 
gress enacted 27 public laws amending and extending 
veterans’ benefits and privileges. 

Congestion in the Federal courts has been relieved 
by enactment of a law authorizing 23 additional Fed- 
eral judges throughout the country. 

The Federal housing program has been revised to 
permit longer mortgages, stimulate home ownership, 
remodeling, and bring about elimination 
of slums, modernization, and repair. Shocking scan- 
dals inherited from the former administration have 
been exposed and corrected. Fabulous wind-fall prof- 
its to political cronies are no longer a part of the 
Federal housing program. 

Federal aid to highways has been doubled, to make 
up in the next five years all the ground lost in this 
critical field of national development during the war 
when scarcity of materials and manpower 
sharply restricted development of modern highways. 

Submerged oil and mineral lands along our rich 
coasts have been brought into productive development 
through carefully-wrought legislation defining clearly 
the jurisdiction of both the States and the Federal 
Government. 

Congress provided for additional research and study 
into the Nation’s educational needs. 

Some 216,243 unnecessary jobs were abolished from 
the Federal payroll. 

Natural resources in our rivers and harbors, na- 
tional parks and forest trails, and public 
lands have been released for exploration and develop- 
ment, to add to the Nation’s wealth and security. 
The Atomic Energy Act is being revamped to permit 
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years, 
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the immediate application of this vast new power to 
peaceful development. President Kisenhower has made 
it a cardinal point of policy to hasten the application 
of atomic power to the needs of peace in every quarter 
of the globe. Only the bitter and senseless obstruction 
of the Kremlin has prevented a quicker development 
of this noble program since the Eisenhower offer be- 
fore the United Nations last December. 
International aid has been renewed on a reduced 
scale, and the reciprocal trade program extended as 
an aid to strength through trade. At the same time 
our own interests will not be destroyed. The entire 
U. 8. Customs Code has been revised, amended and 
codified, Throughout the free world today, produc- 
tion in every major field now surpasses the pre-war 
total, while the slave world of Communism still lan- 
guishes in hunger, want and despair. Everywhere, 


Communism is crumbling from internal corrosion. 
But the free world is once more on the march to a 
bright era of peace and plenty. 


HERE are many forces in American agriculture 

working today for improvement and prosperity on 
the farm, which have little connection with Govern- 
ment policies or programs. 

First, our population is increasing at the rate of 
2,500,000 each year. This means that every year we 
add the city of Los Angeles plus the city of Louisville 
to our home market for U. 8. farm products. This 
population growth, alone, means that in five years we 
will need additional farm production equivalent to the 
entire year’s output for both Lllinois and Iowa to 
supply the new demand. 

Secondly, the nutritional standards of all the people 
are improving constantly. Our per capita consump- 
tion of meat, fruits, vegetables, milk and eggs tends 
to increase from year to year. Still, approximately 
one-third of our city families are not consuming 
enough meat, milk, fruit or eggs, according to today’s 
best nutritional standards. To improve by one-third 
the diet of those at present living on sub-standard nu- 
trition, would create another new market of roughly 
five million people a year. To supply this ever-in- 
creasing demand for food presents challenging prob- 
lems in distribution, storage, packaging, promotion 
and pricing. 

Approximately 30 per cent—almost one-third—of 
some of our fresh fruits and vegetables are lost 
through spoilage betwee. the farm and the consumer's 
kitchen. A study in South Carolina revealed that 
only 57 per cent of the tomatoes harvested in that 
State ever reach the consumer’s table. For most 
perishable foods, marketing losses generally average 
more than 20 per cent. 


HESE losses can be eliminated by persistent mar- 

keting research. A new lettuce crate, recently de- 
veloped, reduces transportation losses by 20 per cent. 
Use of cheese whey in making ice cream is an example 
of how by-products formerly wasted can be channeled 
to good human nutrition. 

The recent vast development of home storage facili- 
ties, to eliminate the seasonal peaks and valleys of 
supply and demand, is another modern trend which 
goes far toward solving the age-old problem of agri- 
cultural marketing. 

Although most of our national problems in agri- 
culture center on six basic commodities long sup- 
ported at 90 per cent of parity—wheat, corn, cotton, 
tobacco, peanuts and rice—these commodities actually 
provide only 23 per cent of the farmers’ cash receipts. 
The other 77 per cent of our national farm income is 
(See ACHIEVEMENTS OF THE S3rp Concress, Page 32) 











WHO'S LOSING THE FIGHT? 


By FRED DeARMOND and JOHN KETCHUM 


A few representative cases will 
have to suffice. Let us tell you 
about them, 

Dorothy Ireland, wife of a Cin- 
cinnati real estate man, started 
out writing indignant letters to 
the newspapers to refute Com- 
munist-inspired fallacies. Then 
she began printing and distribut- 
ing educational matter at her 








HY ARE most of those who are battling Com- 
W munism so pessimistic? Ask members of the 
Congressional committees, their counsel and 
research men, the staffs of such organizations as the 
American Legion, the D.A.R., the Minute Women, and 
you will hear the same “blues song” with variations. 
J. B. Matthews even wrote an article for the American 
Mercury under the title, “America Is Losing the Fight 
Against Communism.” 

We have a high respect for Dr. Matthews. But the 
validity of his conclusion that the fight is being lost 
is open to serious question, Some things are going 
on around the country that seem to contradict it. He 
and the other pessimists may have been influenced by 
the need to shock smug citizens into recognizing the 
danger that menaces America. But isn’t it equally 
important strategically that those enlisted in the war 
should be encouraged by being told about their suc- 
cesses as well as their failures? Nothing, it is said, 
succeeds like success. 

Dr. Matthews never heard of “Dusty” Rhoades, for 
instance. Who’s this Rhoades, you ask; is he some 
Lauchlin Currie of the hinterlands, or a new pulpit 
“pink” who works behind the veil of anonymity? 

No, “Dusty” Rhoadés is not a Communist or a fel- 
low traveler, nor is he classified as a leader in labor 
or religion. “Dusty” is a barber in Springfield, Mo. 
He and his counterparts in cities and towns through- 
out the country should be known and their work rec- 
ognized, Until about a year ago “Dusty” didn’t know 
or care about Communism. Then he agreed to work 
with a few of those in his town who wanted to do 
their bit to oppose and expose subversion. He read 
and talked and listened until he had assimilated some 
knowledge of the subject. 

Since then we've heard “Dusty” rise to his feet in 
a public meeting and defend J. B. Matthews and Con- 
gressman Harold H. Velde from attacks on the ground 
that they were enemies of religion. We’ve heard him 
hog-tie a local professor who had said in his innocence 
that “There is nothing wrong with pure Communism; 
the Russians are just not properly applying it.” We’ve 
heard him take on an attorney, schooled in the fine 
art of controversy, on the subject of Far Eastern 
policy. 

There are many “Dusty” Rhoadeses doing their part 
in other cities and towns, It is not good strategy to 
tell them the fight is being lost. These are the unsung 
heroes who are winning the fight. It is they who are 
asking for the reports of the committees investigating 
Communism, and then reading those reports. They 
are learning to read the hostile press skeptically. They 
are writing letters to the newspapers and to their 
Congressmen. They are challenging sly propaganda 
wherever they find it. 

Well, who are some of these p.f.c.’s, battling at the 
grass-roots for the same ideal that has inspired J. B. 
Matthews and Joe McCarthy and Martin Dies and 
John T. Flynn and the other anti-Communist leaders? 


own expense, She helped bring to 
Cincinnati such national speakers 
as Bella Dodd and Myers Lowman, Wherever she 
moves, Cincinnatians know there is a war going on, 
and a not too cold war. 

In Indianapolis, Ruth Pittet, another alert house- 
wife, organized a group of women friends to study 
Communism and to carry on a letter-writing cam- 
paign. They wrote to Congressmen and Senators, to 
‘adio stations and advertiser-sponsors objecting to 
propaganda and to the employment of fellow-traveler 
actors. In her regular club activities, every time a 
speaker spouted concealed propaganda she called at- 
tention to the facts, pleasantly but persistently. She 
designed and had printed a quantity of stickers with 
the legend, “Let’s expose and destroy Communism,” 
superimposed on an outline map of Indiana. 

Frank Doty, of Eldorado Springs, Mo., became in- 
terested when the American Heritage Foundation 
started a study group project in his town and he saw 
that the books selected by the parent organization, 
the American Library Association, for background 
reading, were all titles written or edited by such 
“egghead” authors as Henry Steele Commager, Sidney 
Hook and Gerald Johnson. He began to read and 
talk and to interest friends in the fight to present both 
sides of the discussion topics. 

Thanks in part to hard individualists like Ada 
White, school and college textbooks are under a closer 
scrutiny than they have ever been before. Mrs. White, 
as a member of the State textbook commission, took 
her appointment seriously, read every word in the 
Indiana public school texts and reported on them. 
The going is becoming distinctly harder for textbook 
authors with ideological axes to grind, owing to just 
such efforts as hers. 

Lloyd A. Hemme, who owns a paint and wallpaper 
store in Hannibal, Mo., has been helping to write a 
weekly column of commentary for a local newspaper, 





United Press Photo 
Dr. J. B. Matthews (Left), 1s Shown Talking to Senator 
Joseph R. McCarthy. 
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exposing Communism and tipping off readers as to 
how they can spot the Commie line. 

Down in McAllen, Tex., Jason and Marcia Matthews 
have been waging a great fight against Communists, 
one worlders and other enemies, and their “Fight 
CommUNism” stamps are now known from coast to 
coast. 

An outcome of this rebirth of Americanism has been 
a number of new organizations, some local, some re- 
gional, and others rapidly becoming national in scope. 
Young Bob Munger started Students For America in 
Hollywood, Calif. (See Owen Frisby’s article on Page 
5 of this issue). 
“THE Protect America League of young businessmen 
was launched in Middletown, O., by Roger Sher- 
wood, a broker. Mr, Sherwood first printed at his 
own expense a quantity of anti-Communist stickers 
for display on doors and in offices of business estab- 
lishments. 

Arthur L. 
research 


Conrad, a Chicago book publisher and 
specialist, organized 
the Heritage Foundation, Inc., 
(not be confused with the 
American Heritage Founda- 
tion). Among other services he 
made a study of the great phil- 
anthropic foundations and the 
extent to which they have been 
infiltrated by radicals. One of 
the Heritage Foundation’s 
was to publish The 
Ke y to Peace by Clarence Man- 
ion, and arrange for its 
tribution to schools and other 
outlets, 

The National Coordinating 
Committee to Defeat Commun- 
ism was formed in Alexandria, 
Va., attempt to get more 
concert among the many 
groups with the same general 
aim. Matthew P. McKeon, head 
of the committee, has inter- 
ested himself particularly in 
slantings and distortions in the 
press. His group has organized 
a book plan for Japan, made a 
study of “progressive education” in the Arlington, Va., 
schools, and initiated a letters-to-the-editors campaign. 
The committee works closely with other patriotic 
organizations such as the American Legion and the 
Christianform, 


to 
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dis- 
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Probably the strongest rallying force is the Ameri- 
can Legion. While there are not enough posts with 
active Americanism committees, many are creating 
a stir at the grass-roots. There is the Morgan Mc- 
Dermott Post at Tucson, Ariz., that published in a 
Tucson newspaper an open letter on the record and 
opinions of Dr. Harry A. Overstreet on the occasion of 
his lecture in that city. Overstreet made his lecture 

-there was no effort to prevent his appearance—but 
the people of Tucson were made aware of the fact 
that their visitor had joined 13 notorious Communist- 
front groups. Then they could make their own ap- 
praisal of the Overstreet speech. 

Other malignants such as Dr. Homer T. Rainey 
and Dr. E. Stanley Jones, who once were received 
with open arms on their windjamming tours, now run 
into storms of protest from citizens who have their 
number. 

An outstanding job has been done by the Peoria, 


The Long Enough Lever 
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Ill., Legion Post No. 2. Among the activities of the 
Americanism committee was a vigorous protest to the 
Peoria Public Library Board against the propaganda 
films, “Of Human Rights”, “Boundary Lines”, “Broth- 
erhood of Man”, and “Peoples of the U.S.S.R.”, that 
were being shown by the library’s Audio-Visual De- 
partment. While the films remained, the Legion won 
the right to preview them and to file its comments for 
the guidance of others. Through the committee’s ef- 
forts, 200 copies of Robert G. Peters’ The Roots of 
Democracy were presented to teachers in the Peoria 
public schools. 


Many other straws could be cited that indicate the 
wind of opinion is blowing toward the Right once 
more. The indignant protest of 41 laymen in Pitts- 
burgh against an official statement of the General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church attacking the 
Congressional investigations as inquisitions is a case 
in point. Among others were the unfrocking of a Red 
minister and the demand of the American Council of 
Christian Churches that fellow travelers who wear the 
cloth be investigated along 
with other borers-from-within. 
[It is becoming less popular to 
yoke Marxism with salvation. 

In the field of communica- 
tions, where the battle will be 
won or lost, anti-Communism 
has made long strides. From a 
puny voice crying in the wil- 
derness of Socialist propagan- 
da, it has acquired lusty allies 
among newspapers and maga- 
zines. Friendly editorials and 
articles in the large-circulation 
magazines appear far more 
often than formerly. 

A marked increase in books 
that counter the Socialist-Com- 
munist line is obvious to any 
confirmed reader. Three years 
ago Commie-inspired books 
dominated the shelves in our 
public libraries. Now a bal- 
ance is rapidly being attained 
by the inclusion of such books 
as Eugene Lyons’ Our Secret 
Allies, Buckley and _ Bozell’s 
UcCarthy and His “Enemies, Anthony T. Bouscaren’s 
Imperial Communism, Chesly Manly’s The Twenty- 
Year Revolution, James Burnham’s The Web of Sub- 
version, and a long list of others on the Right. They 
are still not getting fair reviews in the intelligentsia 
organs, but the prevailing tone is less hostile than it 
was. 


t Wayne (Ir 


Bet THE most infallible sign that America is win- 
ning the fight against Communism is in the clear 
evidences of a change in the climate of opinion at the 


grass-roots. All the opinion-testing samples bear out 
this view. Talk to filling station attendants, store 
clerks, businessmen, and farmers, and you will find a 
much larger proportion of them have a rough idea of 
what Communism is and how it works. They want no 
part of it. 

In our town recently a subtly propagandized film 
on China was shown before a luncheon club. It ex- 
hibited the line that the Chinese Reds are not really 
Communists, but merely agrarian reformers. Two 
years ago such pictures didn’t create a ripple. But 
when the lights had been switched on at this meeting 

(See Wnuo’s Lostne Tue Fieut?, Page 31) 











"STUDENTS FOR AMERICA’ 


By OWEN FRISBY 


ties of the organization. Last January 
a representative group of student lead- 
ers from as far away as New York 
visited California to make suggestions 
on improving the organization for the 
coming year and sharing their experi- 
ences in carrying on activity in the 
past year. 

At Northwestern, for example, we 





have had an informal group of stu- 





HERE are many student organizations on college 

campuses today, representing the international, 

leftist or collectivist view, ranging from the Stu- 
dent Federalists, the Students for Democratic Action 
(a branch of the radical Americans for Democratic 
Action), the Youth for a Free World, all the way 
over to the Labor Youth League, the new name for the 
old Young Communist League. But until a couple 
of years ago there was no non-partisan student organi- 
zation definitely devoted to the promotion of free 
enterprise and opposed to the spread of Socialism 
and Communism on the campus. “Students For 
America” is this much-needed organization, and it is 
continuing to grow in strength and importance with 
each passing month. 

This rather new organization has chapters in many 
of the leading universities from coast to coast, and 
one of the latest schools to recognize a chapter is 
Northwestern University, Evanston, Ill., where I am 
an undergraduate. Many colleges, to be sure, have 
refused to recognize chapters due to the nature of the 
group, which has incurred the wrath of the so-called 
“liberals” and left-wing faculty members. Whenever 
recognition cannot be obtained, the chapters organize 
on their own and participate in various activities 
unofficially. 

The purposes of each SFA group is to promote 
individual freedom, both economic and political, and 
to oppose those groups which threaten American lib- 
erty, particularly the Communists and those soft to 
Communism. Those chapters which are recognized 
officially have the advantage of college facilities to 
bring prominent and informative speakers to the 
campus. Individual members many times write let- 
ters to the school paper, expressing their views on 
controversial subjects. They also attend campus talks 
on subjects of current interest, not only for the educa- 
tional value, but also to participate in the question 
periods. SEA meetings, ¢ither formal or informal, 
provide an opportunity for dis- 
cussion and for the distribu- 


* 


dents interested in the problems of the 
day for some time. We were also for- 
tunate to have two nationally known professors inter- 
ested in individual liberty and also very actively anti- 
Communist. Dr. Kenneth Colegrove was on General 
Douglas MacArthur’s staff, he has testified before 
Congressional committees as a friendly witness, and 
has authored many books. Before his retirement 
from Northwestern University, he was the head of 
the Political Science Department, and many times 
had a group of students to his home for a discussion 
with some national figure who happened to be in town, 
persons such as Freda Utley, author of The China 
Story, and others. Dr. Colegrove now teaches at 
Queens College, but still lives near the Northwestern 
campus, and we students see him from time to time. 
Another professor, who is at Northwestern and who 
also has befriended our group, is Dr. William Mc- 
Govern who worked with the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
in World War II, wrote the foreword to Senator Mc- 
Carthy’s book, McCarthyism—The Fight for America, 
and is a national figure recognized as such by all 
who know him. In addition to being an associate 
member of “Students For America”, he is the sponsor 
of our newly formed chapter. So even before “Stu- 
dents For America” came into being we had an active 
group, but now we have a national organization to 
add to the effectiveness of our group. Many of those 
who attended these informal discussions now form 
the nucleus of the chapter of SFA. Within the past 
few months, several members of the new chapter 
participated in a number of activities. They took 
part in several radio discussions, both on campus and 
at local broadcasting stations. Two members went 
up to the University of Wisconsin sometime ago to 
debate before a student audience on the topic, “Re- 
solved that the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee Should Be Abolished.” SFA took the negative 
side and the student opinion ballot showed a shift of 
18 to their side when the debate was over. 
A member of the Northwestern chapter participated 
in the Civil Liberties Week 





tion of educational literature. 

In keeping with its educa- 
tional nature, “Students For 
America” publishes a monthly 
organ known as the American 
Student. It also distributes 
various books and pamphlets 
at nominal cost to interested 
students, and the research di- 
vision issues reports on various 
subjects which are also of spe- 
cial interest to students. With 
the founder of the organiza- 
tion, Robert Munger, now in 
the United States Army, the 
paper and national headquart- 
ers in Los Angeles are manned 
by a group of student volun- 
teers with a board of seven 
students supervising the activi- 
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program sponsored by the Stu- 
dent Governing Board. The 
two programs were given be- 
fore student audiences totaling 
over 1,000 for the two nights. 
The SFA member was on a 
panel with such others as Dr. 
Percy Julian and representa- 
tives of the ADL and the Chi- 
cago Local of the CIO Packing- 
house Workers. He was the 
only one to defend our present 
system of free enterprise, and 
the only one to contend that 
Communism constitutes a def- 
inite danger to our liberties, 
including our civil liberties. 
Another member of “Stu- 
dents For America” was active 
as an anti-Communist at the 
University of Chicago, but, for 
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his trouble, he is no longer there. He was the Mid- 
west Director of SFA and is now on the editorial 
staff of the American Student. He wrote a docu- 
mented article on subversive activity at the Univer- 
sity of Chicago which appeared in the American Stu- 
dent. His name is Bob Andelson. Whether one 
agrees with his conclusions or not is not the issue. 
The issue is whether or not he was denied candidacy 
for his M.A.-Ph.D degree because of this article. Pro- 
fessor Kermit Eby, of the University of Chicago, ap- 
peared in a recent discussion at Northwestern oppos- 
ine Dr. MeGovern, and stated that he did not believe 
that Bob Andelson was denied candidacy for his de- 
gree because of this article. The evidence, however, 
does not support Dr. Eby’s statement, 

Dean Loomer, of the Divinity School, admitted to a 
Chicago newspaper that the action of the commitiee 
“partly academic.” He went on to say, “But 
there ought to be a connection between the discipline 
in one’s academic work and the 
writing one does outside. We 
inattentive 
ness to date and interpretation 
in this kind of thinking.” 

The American Legion came 
a vigorous statement 
Andelson and con 
demning the University of Chi- 
eago for its action. After a 
hearing of evidence, the 
convention of the Midwest Fed- 
eration of College Young Re- 
publican Clubs came out with 
this statement: “Creditable 
evidence presented to us indi- 
cated that such action was pri 
marily motivated by the desire 
to retaliate against him (An- 
for exposing Commu- 
nist and subversive elements at 
the University.” It went on to 
say, “We are convinced that 
the attitude displayed by the 
M.A.-Ph.D. committee endangers not only students at 
the University of Chicago, but also constitutes a threat 
student in the United States.” 


was only 


felt there was an 
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Former 


lents for America” at 


to every college 

Even the Harvard Crimson, in writing up the case, 
admitted that the action was taken 
article written by Andelson. In its special issue on 
“Academic Freedom” last year, it said, “But 
many candidates have been passed with lower grades, 
the major reason for his postponement was admittedly 
his article.” 


because of the 


since 


[It is of interest also that the Chicago Maroon, stu- 
dent paper at the University of Chicago, attacked 
Andelson. 


Then when Andelson requested a reply be 
printed in the Letters to the Editor section, the paper 
refused to print his letter. So Andelson was forced 
to buy an ad in the paper to put his side of the issue 


And he 
University of Southern California and 
has to make up two extra years of work as a result 
of the action taken against him by the University of 
Chicago Divinity School because he dared to speak 
up. It’s a strange double standard they have estab- 
lished. They spend much time defending the right of 
Communists under the guise of free speech, but when 
someone disagrees with them, they make an example 
of a student who is more or less helpless to do any- 
thing about it. 

Now we have had a few examples of the activities 
of a few chapters and members of “Students For 


before its readers, for which he paid $36.40! 
is now at the 


British 
Been Among Those Who Have Talked to “Stu- 
Northwestern University. 
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Let us examine a resolution on “Academic 
written at the recent conference in Los 


“The issue of academic freedom is of vital concern 
to students and faculty alike and we as a representa- 
tive group of participants in the national organiza- 
tion, Students For America, believe in these principles 
of policy: 

“1. We believe that no teacher should be dismissed 
merely because he holds an unpopular belief, or be- 
cause he belongs to any particular political party. 
We do not believe any teacher under Communist Party 
discipline should be allowed to teach on any campus. 
Ample evidence has been developed to show that the 
Communist Party is not a political party seeking 
power by democratic means, but is a foreign-domi- 
nated organization whose purpose is to destroy all 
free governments and bring about a world Communist 
state by force and violence. Therefore, we believe 
that a definite distinction 
should be made between a 
Communist who forfeits his 
right to teach by accepting the 
program and the methods of 
the Communists, and all other 
teachers who believe in the 
democratic process as_ the 
method of bringing about any 
change. Therefore, no Social- 
ist, liberal, or conservative 
teacher should be dismissed 
merely because he may hold an 
unpopular belief, 

“2. We believe that educa- 
tion is an important public 
trust, and that the public has 
a right to know about Commu- 
nist infiltration in our schools. 
We commend each school mak- 
ing a continuing effort to ex- 
pose and combat this infiltra- 
tion, and believe that this is 
the most desirable way of han- 
dling the problem. But in such cases where educa- 
tional authorities fail in these efforts, we feel that the 
Congressional committees can and do provide a valu- 
able public service in exposing Communist activity 
in education; and when faculty members refuse to 
testify or invoke the Fifth Amendment, they should 
no longer be entrusted with the responsibility of in- 
structing our youth. 

“3. We recognize that subjects cannot be taught in 
a vacuum and that complete objectivity is impossible. 
We do believe, however, that faculty members should 
fairly and adequately present both sides of the subject 
in lectures and supplementary study. We believe that 
a classroom should be used for learning and not for 
propaganda. 


~ Acme 
Communist, Has 


“4. We observe the preponderance of leftist influ- 
ence that is loaded upon the students in many class- 
rooms. Each wishes to become aware of all facts, yet 
the evidence at hand is insuflicient to permit the 
drawing of well-considered conclusions. 

“We observe that many so-called liberals complain 
that Communists should have their viewpoints repre- 
sented, but make no effort to insist on having conserva- 
tive viewpoints presented on the campus, 

“We do not believe that such a reprehensible situa- 
tion can be tolerated if true academic freedom is to 
survive. 

“Realizing that complete objectivity is impossible, 

(See “Srupents For America”, Page 32) 
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‘| HAVE BEEN CONVINCED’ 


By GEORGE N. KRAMER, Ph.D. 


Member of Faculty, 
Loyola University of Los Angeles 


anti-McCarthyism ? Obviously, they 
were the persons who were being in- 
vestigated, and their supporters. But 
why did these people complain and 
object? Again, manifestly, because 
they were displeased. That is beside 
the point. Were their Constitutional 
rights, their natural rights, their lib- 
erties, or their reputations violated? 
This was the issue, and the only reli- 
able answer to these questions lay in 





the official transcript of the hearings. 





Red agitators against “McCarthyism”, is some- 

what dying down. Since the beginning of Con- 
gressional hearings into Communist infiltration of 
Government service, thousands of civil servants have 
been removed or shuttled to less vital areas, or they 
have voluntarily separated from the Government be- 
fore they might be detected. 

[ am too proud to admit that I was ever caught 
up in the howling mob, but I must confess that I 
stood on the sidelines for a long time trying to make 
up my mind. Who was right, Senator McCarthy or 
the defendant? Who was jeopardizing my rights and 
liberties, the accuser or the accused? Frankly, as a 
college professor for a quarter of a century, I should 
have been competent to reach a correct conclusion. 
Admittedly, I was uncertain and even a bit confused. 

Like most college professors, I considered myself 
broad-minded. Like the majority of them, I valued 
my American citizenship rights above price. And 
again, like every one of them, I was human, Emo- 
tionalism probably more than anything else caused 
me to waver, despite my life-long insistence on being 
objective and scientific in my thinking and teaching. 

This probably restrained me from precipitously 
stepping down from the curb and crying, “Down with 
McCarthyism.” I remembered an admonition my 
father expressed to me many years ago: “Son, when 
you see the herd going off in one direction, step aside 
and look the situation over. Chances are you'll decide 
on meandering in the opposite direction, and in that 
way, you'll be far ahead of the crowd when it starts 
coming back,” 

I will not say that the crowd has started coming 
back yet; it has merely become less noisy. Numerous 
unexpected disclosures have slowed the pace of many 
whose minds were blindly rushing to conclusions, But 
the pressure on McCarthy and any official investiga- 
tion is still strong and widespread. 

Regardless of what might eventuate, I have been 
convinced that opposition to what was int*nded to be 
a term of opprobrium, a smear word, was engineered 
by the enemies of the people’s rights and liberties and 
that its impact on the popular mind has been detri- 
mental to the best interests of our republic. What 
has brought about this conviction? I stepped aside 
and “looked the situation over.” 

Why I did not do this earlier, [ cannot explain. 
Probably, like millions of others, I was too occupied 
in my individual work or was too lazy to do some 
research on the subject. I knew where to find source 
materials. I was fully informed that official printed 
transcripts, paid out of my tax money, were available 
for the asking. Like millions of my fellow citizens, 
I contented myself with scanning headlines and lis- 
tening to utterances beginning with the famous words, 
“They say.” 

My first inquiry was, “Who started all the ruckus? 
Who are agitators, the ring-leaders, the instigators of 


. ‘HE YAHOORIE of the mob, led by screaming 


To question these is to question the 
integrity of our entire Government. 

Before proceeding very far in my reading, I was 
impressed with one fact, and this answered one of 
my questions. Every person called before an investi- 
gating committee was accorded every Constitutional 
right, and this right was exercised over and over by 
witnesses refusing to answer legitimate questions put 
to them by invoking the Fifth Amendment of the 
Bill of Rights. 

What have been called by Attorney General Herbert 
Brownell, Jr., “those 14 magic words,” with varying 
expressions, are substantially these: “I refuse to 
answer upon the ground that it might tend to incrimi- 
nate me.” The curious aspect of this recurring state- 
ment is that it is only given to questions relating to 
some possible identification of the witness to Com- 
munism or to membership in the Communist Party. 
What the danger of incrimination might be if the 
witness answered honestly in the affirmative or in 
the negative is not clear. To be a member of the Com- 
munist Party is not contrary to law up to the present, 
and there is nothing illegal about the matter, even 
under the Smith Act, provided the member is inno- 
cent of any knowledge that the organization of which 
he is a member does advocate violent overthrow of 
our Government, 

Despite this inconsistency, which to the lay reader 
frequently appears in itself to be incriminating, the 
right of the witness to plead under the protection of 
the Fifth Amendment has invariably been respected. 
Frequently the committee can scarcely disguise its 
annoyance under these trying circumstances, and one 
concludes that they must be made of sterner stuff 
than their critics to tolerate such patently evasive 
tactics, 

Repeatedly the chairman reminds the witness of his 
legal and Constitutional rights during the hearing. 











Senator Joseph R. McCarthy 








He is informed that he is entitled to legal counsel and 
he is given every opportunity to consult and to confer 
with his counsel. He is given the benefit of the doubt 
in all cases, and he enjoys the privilege of having 
explained to him points which he may not understand. 
The record is complete to the minutest detail, such 
as asking the witness to speak a little louder, or the 
moving of the microphone. I have never heard an 
accusation that the record was ever falsified. 


RE the natural rights of the witnesses ever vio- 

lated? They enjoy freedom of speech, freedom 
of action, freedom of thought. Nobody pries into their 
religious or personal affairs. They are neither im- 
prisoned nor tortured. In fact, the investigators have 
no authority to convict or to sentence. 

Probably the assertion that the committees estab- 
lish “guilt by association” is the most appealing and 
effective criticism that has been invented. If by asso- 
ciation is meant that each member is guilty of doing 
the same thing or sharing in the same programs or 
are members of the same organization, clearly if one 
is guilty, the other is guilty. But if by association 
is meant casual contacts, business, professional, 
friendly by purely personal aspects, there is no record 
which shows that these kinds of association have 
established guilt. 

Finally there is the important matter of reputation. 
It would, indeed, be a serious reflection on a witness, 
were he suddenly hauled before an inquisitorial body 
without due notification, preparation, or knowledge 
of the kinds of questions to be asked. But this is far 
from being the situation. Few people with whom 
[ have discussed the subject were aware of the fact 
that the public hearings have been previously re- 
hearsed. 


‘THE procedure is as follows: Investigating agents 
have gathered a substantial amount of data on the 
prospective witness long before he is notified to ap- 


pear. Many facts have already been made known to 
the committee. The witness is then served with a 
subpena. He is informed of the nature of the hearing. 
He appears with counsel in a closed executive session 
of the committee, the records of which are carefully 
guarded and never revealed to the public. Thus, if 
a witness is found to be innocent, or if the information 
is such that he is not required to appear at the public 
hearing, he is dismissed, and nobody may even know 
that he was called. Every precaution is taken to 
keep secret this preliminary step and to prevent the 
slightest reflection on the character of the witness or 
on his reputation. To date, not a single case of mis- 
carriage of justice has come to light, not one instance 
of personal injury to an individual as the result of 
committee action has been verified. 

[ do not know Joseph McCarthy. I have never 
seen him and have never talked to him. I owe him 
nothing, and I have nothing to gain from him, I find 
myself in the position of millions of Americans, and 
more particularly of other peoples, whose only knowl- 
edge of Joe McCarthy is that he is a United States 
Senator and that he acquired an unenviable reputa- 
tion as the result of widespread, odious publicity 
which he neither fabricated nor sought. I am in no 
manner interested in Joe McCarthy as a man, but 
[ am intensely interested and should be interested in 
him as a representative of the people. If he is doing 
a bad job, I am entitled to know it, and I have a right 
to criticize him. 

Conversely, if he is doing a good job, if he is work- 
ing for the best interests of his country and mine, if 
he is doing it properly, I have no obligation to praise 
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Senator McCarthy’s Supporters May Not Be as Noisy as 

His Critics, But They are Legion. Above, Members of 

the Women’s Auxiliary of American Anti-Communist 
League Present Him With a Block-Long Petition. 


him for it. He would be doing only what he is 
expected to do. I have the right and privilege to 
praise him, if I wish to do that, but I have no right, 
Constitutional or legal or moral, to criticize him under 
these circumstances. If Senator McCarthy is doing 
nothing illegal, he may not be accused, as he has 
been, of endangering our liberties. If his offense is 
that he is embarrassing Communists in our Govern- 
ment, that is precisely what not only McCarthy, but 
every responsible official, is expected to do. More, it 
is his and their duty to weed out all those who are 
undermining our Government or are what are known 
as “security risks.” 


"T‘HERE. was a time when I did not know all that I 

should have known about Congressional investi- 
gating committees, or even about Senator McCarthy. 
[ have appointed myself a committee of one to investi- 
gate aud establish the facts. I have done so; I have 
been convinced. 


OUTSTANDING FEATURES SCHEDULED 

Some rare treats are in store for NATIONAL 
REPUBLIC readers. Among the outstanding fea- 
tures, which are scheduled for publication next 
month, are: 


Roosevelt at Yalta 
by the Hon. Lawrence H. Smith 
Representative to Congress from Wisconsin 


The Rights We Seek to Save 
by the Hon. John V. Beamer 
Representative to Congress from Indiana 


I Speak for Our Constitutional Republic 
by Emma Stark 
A Freedoms Foundation Medal Essay by a 
Houston High School Student 











83rd CONGRESS OUTLAWS COMMUNIST PARTY IN GRAND FINALE 








THE ENEMY WITHIN 
OUR GATES 


( REGISTERED TRADE MARK ) 


Concerning the Activities of Movements Tending 
To Undermine the Institutions of the Republic 








ERHAPS the most important news from Washing- 

ton in the last few months—possibly the most im- 

portant single event of the Second Session of the 
83rd Congress—was the passage by overwhelming 
votes in both the House and the Senate of a bill out- 
lawing the Communist Party. Since the NaTIONAL 
Rerusiic has always championed this move, the Na- 
TIONAL Repusiic now enthusiastically endorses it. 
But the issue does raise some problems, and a review 
of the whole matter will be helpful. 

The Natrona Repustic was founded before the 
American Communist Party was established, and the 
NATIONAL Repvustic’s initial efforts were aimed at the 
Socialist Party and its many Marxist adjuncts. In 
every country in the world today, where the Commu- 
nists are either in control or exert strong influence, it 
was some brand of Socialism that opened the way for 
them. And the establishment of the American Com- 
munist Party only served to make the Socialist Party 
appear less radical and more respected. Socialists 
and Communists are both of the Marxist family, and 
both are still—and will always remain—the enemies 
of the Nationat Repusiic. One creeps its way in like 
a snake, the other battles its way in like a bandit. No 
loyal American can oppose the one and not the other. 

However, there are some good Americans who have 
opposed a law outlawing the Reds, among them Attor- 
ney General Herbert Brownell, Jr., and FBI Director 
J. Edgar Hoover. The latter has said that such a 
move would drive the party underground, and cer- 
tainly it would be illegal now for the FBI ‘to have 
undercover agents within the party should it operate 
illegally (underground). 

Furthermore, it has been contended in some quar- 
ters that a bill stripping the Communist Party of its 
legality would nullify the McCarran Internal Security 
Act of 1950, under which Reds are being forced to 
register, and the Smith Act, under which they have 
been and are being prosecuted. The above points ex- 
plain why the bill, as at first drawn up, did not receive 
the blessing of the White House or the Justice De- 
partment. 

The NationaL Repuswic recognizes these objections, 
but contends that the advantages of outlawing the 
Communist Party far outweigh any disadvantages. 
Communism is a conspiracy. Why should we dignify 
it as a political party? And the hard core of the 
party has already been underground ever since the 
passage of the McCarran Act. Furthermore, the or- 
ganizations opposing the bill provide the final clincher. 
The opposition includes the Communist Party, the 
American Civil Liberties Union, the Socialist Party 


and the American Labor Party. When these groups 











United Press Photo 

A Capitol Policeman Escorts Charles Wojchowski from a 

Hearing Before the McCarthy Committee. He Said He 

Was Not Ready to Testify on Whether He Is a Member 

of the Communist Party, and Shouted “Stool Pigeon” at 
James Glatis. (See Picture Below). 


oppose a measure, it’s usually a good idea for Ameri- 
cans to endorse it. 

Patrick Murphy Malin, executive director of the 
ACLU, ealls the anti-Red bill a “serious infringement 
on civil liberties.’ The American Labor Party refers 
to the last days of Congress as “an atmosphere of 
hysteria.” And Herman Singer, national secretary 
of the Socialist Party, decries “stripping a political 
party of its rights.” The Communist Party charges 
it is Fascism and anti-labor and that it will fight the 
constitutionality of it. 

Unquestionably such expressions helped to get the 
proposal enacted into law. 


Anti-Red Bills Are GOP Victory 


Senator Hubert H. Humphrey (D.-Minn.), Senator 
Wayne Morse (Ind.-Ore.), and other so-called “liber- 
als”, who have previously never done a thing to curb 
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James W. Glatis, of Boston, Testifies as Senator Joseph R. 

McCarthy Begins Hearings into Alleged Communist Infil- 

tration of Defense Plants. Glatis Joined the Reds as an 

FBI Undercover Agent and Became a Member of a Secret 

Red Cell in the General Electric Company Plant at Lynn, 
Mass. 








10 NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR AN EFFECTIVE CONGRESS FINANCES LEFTISTS 


a Communist, may try to capitalize on their part in 
formulation of the bill to outlaw the Communist 
Party. They may believe that it would make good 
election campaign ammunition for them—if they can 
get away with it. 

But all this anti-Red legislation—the bill outlawing 
the Communist Party, the provision to crack down 
on Communist-infiltrated labor unions, the curb of 
Communist underground printing presses, the atomic 
energy control program and the investigation, ex- 
posure and ousting of Reds in the Government—adds 
up to a victory of the Eisenhower Administration over 
“creeping Socialism.” 

A “compromise” agreement reached between House 
and Senate conferees toned down somewhat the orig- 
inal Humphrey amendment. And Senator Pat McCar- 
ran (D.-Nev.) states that this agreement will “pre- 
serve and maintain in full force and effect the In- 
ternal Security Act.” 

The new legislation may leave much to be desired, 
but it can be reported that the Communists and their 
friends are not happy—and that is all to the good. 
The yet legal arm of Marxism, the Socialists operating 
in many disguises, again receives the spotlight, as the 
real menace. More cunning, better dressed, higher 
educated, these destroyers of the American way of 
life that has made us a great, proud and free people, 
are grasping towards the same goal as their more 
rabid Marxian comrades, the Communists. 


Political Octopus Unmasked 


The National Committee For An Effective Congress, 
a political pressure organization created several years 
ago by New Dealers to elect to Congress members 
with the New Deal ideology, to prepare speeches for 
such leftists, to finance their campaigns, and to get 
them through so-called forums set up 
throughout the Nation, will be investigated if the 
introduced by Congressman Kit Clardy 
(R.-Mich.) late in the session carries. 


audiences 
resolution 


Congressman Clardy wants the movement fully ex- 
posed, for it is the organization which is behind the 
latest drive against conservative Members of Congress 
including Senator McCarthy, and has been financing 
the campaigns of many leftists for the Senate and 
the House in recent ballotings. It has filed under 
the corrupt practices act, showing its sources of in- 
come and its expenditures, At least, it is supposed 
to show such figures. And available information indi- 
cates that the committee has given financial support 
to the campaigns of the following present and past 
Members of Congress: 

Senator Ralph Flanders (R.-Vt.), 
Charles W. Tobey (R.-N. H.), the late Senator Blair 
Moody (D.-Mich.), former Senator Claude Pepper 
(D.-Fla.), Senator Mike Mansfield (D.-Mont.), Sena- 
tor Harley M. Kilgore (D.-W. Va.), Senator Wayne 
Morse (Ind.-Oreg.), Senator Herbert H. Lehman (D.- 
N. Y.), Senator Hubert Humphrey (D.-Minn.), Sena- 
tor Paul H. Douglas (D.-Il1.), Senator Estes Kefauver 
(D.-Tenn.), former Senator Graham (D.-N. C.), Sena- 
tor Matthew M. Neely (D.-W. Va.), former Congress- 
woman Helen Gahagan (1).-Calif.) and 


the late Senator 


Douglas 
Pa 
On the the debate opened on the 
National prepared Flanders resolution 
to censure McCarthy, every member of the Senate 
found on his desk a notice demanding that he vote 
for the resolution. Who paid for these notices? 
National Committee For An Effective Congress, 


morning when 
Committee's 


ee 
United Press Photo 
Three of Seven Red Leaders Recently Arrested by the FBI. 
Left to Right Are Arthur Bary; His Wife, Anna Bary, 
Both Nabbed in Denver; and Patricia Blau, Seized in Los 
Angeles. Others Included in the Round-up Were Lewis 
Martin Johnson, Harold Zepelin, Joseph Scherrer and Maia 
Scherrer. 


which maintains offices in Washington, D. C., and 
New York City, is headed by New Dealers, and is 
financed by much the same crowd as financed the New 
Deal and its left-wing paper fronts, which attempted 
to purge Congress of conservatives as early as 1942 
when the New Deal was trying to further its socializa- 
tion of our Government. Some of the financial “an- 
gels” are Isadore Lipshutz, Marshall Field and his 
wife, Eugene Meyers, Joseph Davies and the like. 


Committee Has Left-Wing Links 


After carefully checking the officers, there is strong 
evidence of an interlocking leadership between the 
National Committee For An Effective Congress and 
six other leftist political pressure movements—the 
C10-Political Action Committee, the Americans For 
Democratic Action, the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People, the National Farm- 
ers Union, the League for Industrial Democracy and 
the American Civil Liberties Union. Through these 
seven groups the voters of the country are being subtly 
influenced. 

Congressman Clardy feels that the Nationa] Com- 
mittee For An Effective Congress may be in violation 
of the Lobby Act, and has included in his resolution 
the need of investigation of that aspect of the organi- 
zation, Senator William F., Knowland, of California, 
Republican leader in the Senate, charged that Senator 
Flanders was backed in his anti-McCarthy tirade by 
the ADA and the CIO-PAC, Senator Everett M. Dirk- 
sen (R.-Ill.) pointed out that the National Committee 


(See Tue Enemy Wirutn Our Gates, Page 23) 


DEATH TAKES MARCANTONIO; 
GREENSPUN IS ACCIDENT VICTIM 


The forces of the left have lost two leaders re- 
cently, one permanently, the other probably tem- 
porarily. Vito Marcantonio, former left-wing Con- 
gressman from New York and attorney for many 
Communists, died of a heart attack at the age of 
51. He was seeking to regain his seat in Congress 
this November. He was denied burial by the 
Catholic Church, 

And in another section of the country, Herman 
Greenspun was seriously injured in a head-on 
automobile crash. The August issue of the Na- 
tional Republic carried an article on Greenspun, 
who has been a bitter critic of Senator McCarthy. 
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HERBERT G. MOORE 


With deep regret and sorrow THE NATIONAL 
REPUBLIC records the death of its Managing 
Editor, Mr. Herbert G. Moore, who suffered a 
heart attack on the evening of August 27th and 
expired soon after midnight. He had been in 
failing health for several months, but he was 
faithfully at work in putting this edition to press, 
and in good spirits all day until the evening he 
was stricken. 


Patriotic Americans throughout the United 
States are familiar with Mr. Moore’s contribu- 
tions to their cause. Long before he became 
Managing Editor his writings attracted attention 
in this magazine. A graduate of Princton Uni- 
versity, a descendant of goodly native stock, a 
veteran experienced in two wars, and a diligent 
student of our country’s history and institutions, 
his editorial articles in the Saturday Evening 
Post and other writings established his reputa- 
tion as a sound and constructive thinker whose 
counsel commanded universal respect. His insight 
was keen, and his moral courage was eager to 
seek out and combat the evil international influ- 
ences that mark these later days. As a spokes- 
man of those millions who long for eloquent and 
effective championship of fundamental American- 
ism Mr. Moore’s death is a grievous loss. 

The staff of THE NATIONAL REPUBLIC 
mourn the passing of their beloved friend, and 
extend to his family their heartfelt sympathy. 


A REPORT FROM 
PENNSYLVANIA Wray" in which we ealled 


attention to the efforts being taken in a number of 
States to outlaw the Communist Party and otherwise 
to make the climate unhealthy for subversives. We 
particularly mentioned the steps taken for these pur- 
poses in California, Texas, New Hampshire, New York, 
Georgia and Virginia. It was by no means intended to 
be a complete report, but merely an attempt to point 
out the fact that some of our Senators and Congress- 
men in Washington appeared to be lagging behin¢ 
public opinion back home in regard to the issue of 
Communism. 





Our Jung, 1954, Issup con- 
tained an _ editorial, “The 


We have before us a letter from State Representa- 
tive Edwin W. Tompkins, who expresses the opinion 
that Pennsylvania has taken the lead in this class of 
legislation, and who feels that we neglected his State 
in our previous editorial. Incidentally, we did quote 
Justice Michael A. Musmanno, of the Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court, on this subject, but we did not actual- 
ly cite the anti-Communist measures enacted by the 
Keystone State, and we hereby hasten to make 
amends. When States, communities and individuals 
start vying with each other for honorable mention in 
the Anti-Communist circle, that is indeed an encour- 
aging sign. 

As long ago as December, 1951, a bill originated by 
Justice Musmanno—with Mr. Tompkins himself 
among its sponsors—was introduced in the Pennsyl- 
vania Legislature. It provided that a member of the 


Communist Party, knowing its revolutionary objects 
or participating in its revolutionary activities, was 
guilty of a felony, and was subject to a fine of up to 
$10,000 and imprisonment of up to 20 years. This bill 
passed the Pennsylvania Senate by a vote of 46 to 0, 
and the House, 145 to 8, which left no doubt as to the 
temper of the legislators in Harrisburg. 

It was at about the same time that the Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania adopted its “Loyalty Oath” 
bill, which covers not only those employed by the 
State, but also those employed by any political sub- 
division thereof, and a “sabotage prevention act.” 

Perhaps more important still, Pennsylvania has 
taken positive legislative action to see to it that all 
schools—public, parochial and private—include in 
their curricula a study of the United States Constitu- 
tion, our republican form of government, the Ameri- 
can way of life, and our unparalleled individual op- 
portunities, to the end that all graduates of the State’s 
schools may fully appreciate our grand heritage, un- 
derstand the obligations and responsibilities of citi- 
zenship, and “stand ready to defend our country at all 
times from infiltration or aggression by those whose 
acts and ideologies are contrary to our American 
philosophy of life.” 

The example of Pennsylvania serves as additional 
proof—if more is needed—that some gentlemen in 
Washington had for a while lost their feel on the 
public pulse, that some of our national leaders, until 
very recently, had been lagging behind the grass roots 
on the Communist question. Possibly our June edi- 
torial helped to open some eyes. Maybe the people 
back home finally got their message across. In any 
case, the 88rd Congress, by an overwhelming vote in 
its closing days, acted to break up Red-controlled 
labor unions and to knock down the legal props from 
under the Communist Party. 


°° Ff @& 
Sevr-INTEREST ¢ group- 
PRESSURE GROUPS — interest ‘cliques are’ com: 


stantly arising in our country, pressuring members of 
Congress and other office-holders and even candidates 
to support their programs under threats of political 
reprisals. We in Washington are daily witnesses. 
Vote as we say or else, say the pressure boys with 
axes to grind. 


Such practices are by no means peculiarly Ameri- 


can. They have long existed in this world of ours, 
causing constant confusion, keeping governments in 
turmoil, unbalancing the economy, creating injustices, 
and frequently ending in bloody upheavals. It may 
be said that such practices brought about the down- 
fall of the once mighty Roman Empire. The German 
Empire and Czarist Russia were likewise victims of 
pressure groups, which has also reduced England to a 
mere shadow of her former greatness and are now 
weakening France and Italy. The same fate awaits 
America—unless we listen to common sense. 

Let us not forget that it took a Sherman Anti-Trust 
Law to protect the interests of the American masses, 
when self-interest groups in the field of business 
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threatened to destroy the free enterprise system. But 
the mass interest is still under threat, this time from 
certain trade unions which, through class legislation, 
have grown to a point where business stood prior to 
the Sherman Anti-Trust Act. A monopoly is no less 
dangerous when held by a labor union than when held 
by an industrial corporation. A radical labor boss is 
no more to be condoned than an unscrupulous busi- 
ness tycoon. In fact, whenever the mass interest is 
made subordinate to a special interest, be it business, 
labor, farm, professional, racial or religious, it is time 
for free men to become alarmed. 

Yes, these various pressure groups are loud in their 
defense of freedom of speech, assembly and action, but 
they would deny those rights to those who oppose 
them. Many of these pressure groups have political 
ideologies which are foreign to the American philoso- 
phy. Yet it is difficult these days for office-holders to 
continue in office, for candidates to be elected to office, 
for publishers to gain or retain circulation, for radio 
or television outlets to maintain prestige—unless they 
defer to these self-interest and group-interest cliques. 

Perhaps the danger has not yet been generally rec- 
ognized, but we, who witness the frantic lobbying ac- 
tivities and hear the dire threats of reprisals, say very 
definitely that the efforts of these selfish pressure 
groups must be thwarted—if America is to remain 
free. Maybe the answer is a law, similar to the Sher- 
man Anti-Trust Act, applicable to other fields. 


- SS 
BUDDIES OF THE LEFT ly THERE EVER was 


any doubt in any- 
one’s mind as to where the leaders of Britain’s Labor 
Party stood, that doubt should certainly have been 
dispelled by this time. By their words and deeds in 
recent weeks they have revealed themselves for what 
they really are—the ready and willing dupes of the 
Communists. 

Let us not forget that it was the Labor Party’s 
government that recognized Red China as long ago 
as January, 1950. Ostensibly the reason advanced for 
establishing formal relations with these aggressors 
was to save British investments on the Chinese main- 
land and to salvage British trade with the Orient. 
But actually the Attlee regime shook hands with the 
Mao cut-throats because they have much in common. 
A Fabian Socialist and a Chinese Communist are 
first cousins. 

Undoubtedly there are some Americans who think 
that Clement Attlee-is quite a decent chap. For the 
benefit of these naive souls, let it be stated that it was 
only a few weeks ago—in July in fact—that Attlee 
stood up in the House of Commons and accused the 
United States of aggression in Guatemala. 


“T was rather shocked,” he said, “at the joy and 
approval of the American Secretary of State on the 
success of this putsch.” 


Well, free men everywhere were overjoyed when the 
Arbenz regime was overthrown—and why not? Why 
was Mr. Attlee so unhappy when the Communists 
were defeated? And why use the word putsch? The 
United States, we will admit, did halt the shipment 
of arms to the Guatemalan Reds, and the United 
States perhaps did lend its moral support to those 
who were fighting Arbenz. What was wrong with 
that? Is it a crime to stand up for freedom against 
slavery? Has Attlee ever cried out against a Red 
putsch in Korea or Indo-China? But Clem himself 
made it all very clear when he added: 


“They (we assume he meant the U. S. State Depart- 
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ment), cannot pass this off as just a Central American 
squabble. There was a principle involved .. .” 

Yes, there was a principle involved. In Guatemala, 
unlike Korea and Indo-China, the Communists lost, 
and that made Comrade Attlee very unhappy because, 
as we must know, Communists and Socialists are re- 
lated. And we have not the slightest doubt that he 
has expressed his unhappiness many times over vodka 
in Moscow and tea in Peiping—on the Labor Party’s 
recent safari to Red China. 

If you followed the newspaper reports, you know 
that Attlee, Bevan and Company had very chummy 
times in Moscow with Malenkov, Kruschechev and 
Company. Indeed, British Laborite Wilfrid Burke, 
between toasts, called Malenkov “very, very friendly” 
and “very anxious to establish peaceful relations” 
with the West. And there were similar expressions 
of cordiality and friendliness in Peiping, where the 
British Socialists did a lot of socializing with Chou 
En-lai and Mao Tze-tung. Then, as a climax, the 
Britishers made a “good will” visit to their left-wing 
friends in Japan. 

Since our boys have hardly stopped dying in Korea 
and since Communist guns have hardly cooled in 
Indo-China, these appear as odd love feasts and cer- 
tainly in very poor taste. But we must not forget 
that a Communist is merely a Socialist in a hurry, 
and that definition perfectly fits the Fabian Socialists 
who parade under the British Labor Party banner. 


- ?- 
THE THIRD FORCE ih Setar 'yaten 


is the political system which made our country great 
—and can keep it great. But there is another force 
or faction, if not actually a party, to be reckoned with 
today, and it behooves patriots to recognize it for 
what it is. 

For example, Senators like Illinois’ Paul H. Douglas 
and Minnesota’s Hubert H. Humphrey—to mention 
just two—are not Democrats in the traditional sense. 
They may have worn the Democratic label at the time 
of their election, and for the sake of expediency they 
may wear it again this November, but they long ago 
discarded, if they ever held, basic Democratic prin- 
ciples. Virginia’s great Democrat, Senator Harry F. 
syrd, has much more in common with the Republican 
leadership on the Hill than he has with so-called Dem- 
ocrats such as New York’s Herbert H. Lehman. 

In the same way, some incumbent Republicans, and 
some who will be s»eking seats in November, are not 
actually Republicans as we know them. In other 
words, there is today a “liberal,” left-wing fringe in 
both parties—there is Senator Wayne Morse, of Ore- 
gon as an example. 

It’s important that we vote for Republicans and 
Democrats this year, and repudiate those who repre- 
sent the “liberal” bloc. The Nationat Repustic will 
have more to say on this subject before election day, 
and it will be quite enlightening. In the meantime, 
remember that in the Senate as at present constituted 
the Republicans have 48 seats, the Democrats, 47— 
and then there is Senator Morse. In view of this tight 
political situation, your vote is going to be very im- 
portant this year. But whether the GOP retains con- 
trol, or the Democrats win it, let’s make sure that this 
third force is cut down to size. It has no place in 
American life. 

Next month we shall offer an article on the ADA 
and its interlockings with other organized leftist po- 
litical and propaganda forces active in present day 
election contests. 











THE OPPENHEIMER CASE 


By ANTHONY TRAWICK BOUSCAREN 


Chairman, Department of Political Science 


Marquette University 


ments of Dr. Bush: “wave of hysteria”, 
“thought control’, “great surges of 
thought which are utterly divisive”, “in 
our haste and in our terror we have cer- 
tainly departed from the teachings of our 
forefathers”, “a security system which is 
running wild’, etc. The humble and re- 
strained language of the majority report 
warrants anything but this type of lan- 
guage, admitting that these characteriza- 
tions do not all apply strictly to the 








VER SINCE the Personnel Security Board con- 

cluded that Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer showed 

a “susceptibility” to Communist influence and a 
“serious disregard” for security requirements, a well- 
organized campaign has been under way to discredit 
the findings of the board, hinting all the while that 
the board’s findings are part of a wave of “hysteria” 
engendered by “McCarthyism.” Vannevar Bush’s “If 
We Alienate Our Scientists” (New York Times Mag- 
azine, June 13, 1954) appears to be part of that cam- 
paign. 

Dr. Bush makes a number of serious charges, aimed 
primarily against the present security program, These 
charges need to be carefully examined; if they are 
true, the Nation is on Fascism’s doorstep; if they are 
false, Dr. Bush owes us an apology. More important 
than this, however, Dr. Bush attempts to make it 
appear that the distinguished majority of the Person- 
nel Security Board—Gordon Gray and Thomas A, 
Morgan—was attacking scientists generally, rather 
than making certain findings required by law in the 
case of one scientist. Certainly any careful reading 
of the Personnel Board findings in the case of Dr. 
Oppenheimer makes it abundantly clear that there 
was no attack implicit on scientists generally. More- 
over the thesis advanced by Dr. Bush that all scien- 
tists support Oppenheimer in this case appears to be 
a most unscientific one. Little if any evidence is pre- 
sented to support this thesis. 

Dr. Bush, as head of the Carnegie Institution, joins 
Dr. Oppenheimer, director of the Institute for Ad- 
vanced Study at Princeton, and Dr. Robert M. Hutch- 
ins, of the Ford Foundation, in striking out boldly 
against “thought control” and the “wave of hysteria” 
which all three have specifically discussed in state- 
ments and articles in the past two months. I think 
it can be humbly suggested that no thinking Ameri- 
can advocates “thought control’; beyond that there 
is far less “hysteria” in this struggle than there was 
against Fascism. Thus far in this struggle there has 
been nothing comparable to the wholesale condemna- 
tion and incarceration of persons of Japanese ancestry 
which took place during World War II (and against 
which there was, at the time, very little protest.) 
It might also be suggested that Drs. Bush, Oppen- 
heimer, and Hutchins, together with their many sup- 
porters in key places of American society, far from 
being victims of some “witch-hunt”, are in a far more 
secure position than many of their critics. 


Dr. Bush commences by stating that now that the 
reviewing board has reported, “the situation is there- 


fore open to discussion.” One is tempted to say that 
Dr. Oppenheimer and others of his supporters were 
already commenting and discussing prior to the pub- 
lication of the board’s report, notably as Dr. Oppen- 
heimer released through friendly newsmen his version 
of the story. 

After reading the Personnel Security Board report 
carefully several times, one is amazed at the com- 


findings of the report itself. 

Dr. Bush insists at the outset that 
“nothing that is written here implies any unfriendly 
criticism whatever of the board .. .” Yet several pages 
beyond that he states: “It is not: just the board, let 
me repeat, which I criticize here...” Here is a 
frontal assault on the majority report of two dis- 
tinguished public servants appointed by the President 
of the United States. The work they have done, and 
the cause they serve, deserve a hearing. So does the 
entire security program and the reasons behind it. 
When all the facts are in, it is doubtful that very 
many Americans, even scientists, can honestly say that 
we are on the verge of going Fascist. 

Before examing the prelude to the board’s report, 
as well as the report itself, to see if the Bush charges 
hold any water, let us take a second look at the rest 
of his article. “During the war there was produced an 
effective working partnership between scientists and 
military men”; but, says the author, “this partner- 
ship . has been gravely damaged and is being 
gradually destroyed.” Dr. Bush condescendingly ad- 
mits that “Officials are not always endowed with great 
wisdom, and we might well have expected much that 
we now witness.” For one who knows some of those 
“officials”, it can at least be said that they do not 
have the same “susceptibility” to which the board 
refers. They have their weaknesses, but these weak- 
nesses are no more, and perhaps indeed somewhat less, 
than the weaknesses exhibited by a small number of 
scientists in producing “an effective partnership” with 
military men against the new enemy. One wonders 
if, as Dr. Bush asserts, it is the “officials” and the 
military men who are to blame for such damage as 
has been inflicted on the partnership. There are, after 
all, scientists who work zealously and wholeheartedly 
and emotionally (the latter element is well discussed 
by Dr. Bush in his article) for the defeat of Fascism, 


Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer 
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but who indicate somewhat less enthusiasm for the 
defeat of Communism. 

Dr. Bush several times compares scientists to mili- 
tary men, to the detriment of the latter. “. . . hav- 
ing been the group through whose efforts atomic 
bombs came to terrify mankind, they (scientists) 
necessarily visualize the consequences more fully and 
are more deeply concerned than their neighbors who 
acquire their impressions second hand.” Now, with 
all due respect to scientists, a great many “military 
men” have done a good deal more than “visualize the 
consequences” at “second hand.” But Dr. Bush goes 
this one better: “The scientist is not beyond his field 
in considering modern military strategy and tactics.” 





United Press Photo 
Vannevar Bush Owe the American People an 
Apology? 


Does Dr 


On the other hand: “The military man indeed is be- 
yond his depth if he attempts to estimate the 
current trends of science.” The language of the board 
report is pertinent here, as it relates to specific actions 
of Dr. Oppenheimer: “In evaluating advice from a 
specialist who departs from the area of his specialty, 
Government officials charged with the military pos- 
ture of our country must also be certain that under- 
lying any advice is a genuine conviction that this 
country cannot in the interest of security have less 
than the strongest possible offensive capabilities in a 
time of national danger.” How, after all, can Dr. Bush 
claim a prerogative for scientists which he denies to 
others? Not only does he put scientists above mili- 
tary men, but also above lawyers, who “live in a world 
of controlling opinion.” This is only slightly better 
than military men who “operate simultaneously in 
fields where authoritarian control is essential.” Again, 
a careful reading of the report indicates that certain 
scientists collaborated with an international move- 
ment where “authoritarian control is essential.” The 
ugly possibility that scientists, too, can sin, rears its 
ugly head. 

Dr, Bush tries to make it appear that Dr. Oppen- 
heimer was criticized on the basis of “a threat to . 
freedom in the expression of honest opinion.” Any 
honest reading of the report demonstrates this innu- 
endo to be utterly false. The author admits that some 
scientists need to be restrained “when they step be- 
yond their special fields” but insists that only “a very 
few who have needed this caution.” All of this is 
very true, but the point Dr. Bush seems to miss is that 
the majority report concluded that Dr, Oppenheimer 
was one of the “very few.” Nor is there any basis in 
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the report for Dr. Bush to state that “a man may be 
on trial for his opinions.” Moreover it is most unkind 
to the Administration to accuse it of “insistence that 
any individual cease his thinking... or... suppress 
his honest opinions in order to slavishly follow a 
policy arbitrarily laid down.” Indeed the report indi- 
cates just the reverse: several scientists are there 
shown to “slavishly follow” a “policy arbitrarily laid 
down” from abroad—notably and specifically in the 
case of Dr. Frank Oppenheimer. 


T DOES no good for Dr. Bush to praise “those who 

would strive in various ways to avert the catas- 
trophe, and who would even temper a headlong rush 
toward terrible armaments if there were any oppor- 
tunity whatever to fend off the ... catastrophe. . .” 
All of us hate war, but let the wishful thinkers realize 
once and for all that concessions such as we have 
repeatedly made and pious hopes for peace do not and 
cannot change the Soviet program for world conquest. 

There is no basis for concluding, as did Dr. Bush, 
that Dr. Oppenheimer “was placed in jeopardy” be- 
cause “he expressed himself strongly.” Nor is there 
any basis for any scientist or anybody else so con- 
cluding. Dr, Oppenheimer has placed himself in jeop- 
ardy by his free and conscious collaboration with the 
enemies of this country, documentation for which is 
abundant in the board’s report. Oppenheimer and 
other scientists, whose affiliations and associations 
have been almost exclusively Communist, are in jeop- 
ardy because of their own actions, not those of “witch- 
hunters” or “thought-controllers.” An _ interesting 
sidelight to all this is that many scientists, who vio- 
lently castigated collaboration with Fascism, are pre- 
cisely those who defend collaboration with Commun- 
ism. Furthermore, neither Dr. Oppenheimer nor any 
of his distinguished supporters is actually being 
placed in any real “jeopardy.” There is little likeli- 
hood that Princeton, Carnegie, or Ford will throw 
them out. 

The origin of the inquiry into the official acts and 
personal associations of J. Robert Oppenheimer is to 
be found in the following passage from the President’s 
State of the Union message, delivered to Congress on 
February 2, 1953: “ ... 1 know that the primary re- 
sponsibility for keeping out the disloyal and the dan- 
gerous rests squarely upon the Executive branch. 
When this branch so conducts itself as to require 
policing by another branch . . . it invites its own 
disorder and confusion .. . The Attorney General will 
advise and guide ... programs... to review speedily 
any derogatory information concerning incumbent 
personnel.” This was the established policy of the 
Administration when Rear Admiral Lewis L, Strauss 
became chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission 
last summer. His subsequent action in sifting deroga- 
tory information about Oppenheimer was in conform- 
ity with the President’s express directive. 


A FTER THE derogatory information in the scien- 
** tist’s files was detailed to the accused and he 
made his response, the three-man panel chaired by 
Gordon Gray was appointed with the hope that its 
existence and proceedings would be kept in confidence 
until it had completed its task and submitted its find- 
ings: this hope was shattered, however, when Dr. 
Oppenheimer made public through friendly newsmen 
his version of the story. 

On May 27, 1954, the Personnel Security Board 
(Gordon Gray and Thomas A. Morgan in the majori- 
ty, Ward V. Evans dissenting) sent in their findings 
and recommendations to K. D. Nichols, general man- 
ager of the U. 8S. Atomic Energy Commission, after 
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extensive hearings in which Dr. Oppenheimer and his 
attorneys were afforded every opportunity to present 
their case, and were allowed to cross-examine per- 
sons presenting derogatory information. The board 
majority recommended that Dr. Oppenheimer’s securi- 
ty clearance not be reinstated. 


T IS THE view of this writer that the board’s report 

is one of the most important documents of our 
times, and it deserves to be read and considered by 
all thinking Americans, especially those who have con- 
demned its findings and recommendation. The board 
worked long and arduously; it heard 40 witnesses 
including Dr. Oppenheimer and compiled over 3,000 
pages of testimony. Dr. Oppenheimer and four coun- 
sels confronted every witness; he received patient and 
courteous consideration at the hands of the board. 
The board “allowed sympathetic consideration for the 
individual to go hand in hand with an understanding 
of the necessities for a clear, realistic, and rugged 
attitude towards subversion, possible subversion, or 
indeed broader implications of security.” The entire 
proceeding was based upon the Atomic Energy Act of 
1946; upon the Atomic Energy Commission’s pub- 
lished Security Clearance Procedures, dated Septem- 
ber 12, 1950; and Personnel Security Clearance Cri- 
teria for Determining Eligibility, dated November 17, 
1950; and upon Executive Order No. 10450, dated 
April 27, 1953. The Atomic Energy Act provided that 
no individual be employed until the Civil Service 
Commission (or the FBI) shall have made an investi- 
gation and report to the Commission on the “char- 
acter, associations, and loyalty” of such individual. 
The Procedures and Clearance Criteria provided elab- 
orate safeguards and appeals for accused persons; 
the Executive Order set up a system to insure that 


“the employment and retention in employment of any 
civilian officer or employee within the department or 
agency is clearly consistent with the interests of na- 
tional security.” 


"T‘HE FINDINGS of the board were as follows: 

Dr. Oppenheimer sponsored or supported actively 
the following organizations officially listed as Soviet- 
controlled: Friends of the Chinese People, American 
Committee for Democracy and Intellectua] Freedom, 
Western Council of the Consumer’s Union. The board 
found that Oppenheimer associated with members and 
officials of the Communist Party, including Isaac 
Folkoff, Steve Nelson, Rudy Lambert, Kenneth May, 
Jack Manley, and Thomas Addis; that he attended a 
money-raising party for the benefit of the Communist 
Party in September, 1941, in the company of two 
persons who apparently were engaged in espionage 
on behalf of the U.S.S.R.; that he stated to General 
Groves in 1943 that he had probably belonged to every 
Communist-front organization on the West Coast and 
signed many petitions promoted by Communists; that 
he was “intimately associated” with John Tetlock, a 
San Francisco Communist (while he was director of 
the Los Alamos Laboratory) ; that his wife, Katherine 
Puoning Oppenheimer, was formerly married to a 
Communist and was once a Communist herself; that 
his brother, Dr. Frank Oppenheimer, was a Commu- 
nist, as was the latter’s wife; that he attended be- 
tween 1957 and 1941 at least three meetings organ- 
ized and attended by Communists, at which Commu- 
nist leaders spoke. 

The board concluded on the basis of extensive evi- 
dence that Dr. Oppenheimer contributed between $500 
to $1000 to the Communist Party in San Francisco 
as late as April, 1942—several months after he had 


begun participating in Government atomic energy 
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research activities. The board found that between 
1942 and 1945 various officials of the Communist 
arty stated that Oppenheimer was a Communist, but 
that this should be kept a secret; that Oppenheimer 
had discussed the atom bomb with party members, 
and that he told Steve Nelson (a leading Communist 
functionary) several years prior to 1945 that the 
Army was working on an atomic bomb. It concluded 
that Oppenheimer had refused to divulge names of 
former Communists working at Los Alamos; and that 
he was responsible for the employment of G. R. 
Lomanitz and David Hawkins on the atomic bomb 
project even though he knew of their Communist 
affiliations. Conclusive evidence was found to indi- 
cate that Oppenheimer sought to hide from the FBI 
certain important information about a Communist 
Party meeting he attended in San Francisco on Sep- 
tember 5, 1946; that he helped prepare material for 
use by the Communist Party at a party meeting held 
January 1, 1946; that he was a member of the Com- 
munist-front organization, Independent Citizens Com- 
mittee of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions, until 
December, 1946. 

One of the most damning findings of the board 
was that Dr. Oppenheimer failed to report an 
approach made to him in March, 1943, by representa- 
tives of the Soviet Union relative to information on 
the atomic bomb; and that when finally he did men- 
tion this episode, he refused to identify Haakon Che- 
valier as one of the individuals involved. It is hard 
for the writer to see how Dr. Vannevar Bush can 
sympathize with this obvious and clear-cut attempt 
on Oppenheimer’s part to shield a criminal conspiracy 
against the United States Government. Indeed Op- 
penheimer’s friendship with the Communist Chevalier 
extends right down to the present time: “his associa- 

(See Tur OprpENHEIMER Case, Page 30) 
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Dr. Frank P. Oppenheimer, Brother of the Atomic Physi- 

cist, Was First Exposed as a Communist in 1947 by Walter 
S. Steele, Editor of the National Republic. 











‘THIS IS AMERICA’ 


By FRANK W. BALL 








AD WAS a Methodist circuit rider when the 20th 
LD Century was still biting a teething ring. I came 
up the hard way. I belong to that great group 
known in the Communist jargon as the proletariat. 
[ have worked in the coal mines, in gas company 
ditches, and for a great American railroad. My pres- 
ent job is a menial, though important, one. I help 
machine men make railroad switches and crossings. 
Uncle Sam nicks my pay-check for about $40 
monthly; quite a wallop. The Railroad Retirement 
Bureau hits me for about $18 more. Other incidentals 
such as hospitalization and insurance take from $10 
up. That leaves me about $250-odd to pay for gro- 
ceries, clothing, utilities, and make payments on my 
house and TV set. That’s about the average, also, for 
the men who march with me in the blue-denim parade. 
[ am stacking up the coin of the realm mighty slowly. 

But on the other hand— 

My company has never told me how to vote; where 
to spend my money; whether or not I could attend 
church, lodge, club, or any other assembly. Nor has 
anyone else. 

I live in a free country, Mr. Malenkor. 

If I can get a few dollars ahead in my capitalistic 
country, I can invest them where I please—the same 
P. Morgan, Louis B. Mayer, or Henry Ford, II. 
And I will get the same dividend. 

If | have what it takes I can be elected to Congress. 
[ will not be barred because of my low birth, lack of 
social prestige, or even lack of education. 

If I have or can attain the qualifications of a 
mechanical engineer, doctor, lawyer, or financier, I 
will be advanced to my level on these qualifications 
alone. I won’t have to have a password, grip, high 
birth, or noble lineage. 

I have a much better knack of using words than 
some of my fellows. If I should ever ring the bell 
with some of the popular, mass-circulation magazines, 
it won’t be because I do or do 


as J. 


not have this creed, belong to 
that race, or to those organiza- 
tions. It will be because I have 
“built a better mousetrap.” 

Yes, Mr. Molotor, I'll take it 
here. 

Any place in the good old 
U.S.A. is all right. I prefer 
the Ohio Valley watershed be 
cause I have spent my life here. 
But when this country was 
molded back in the misty ages, 
the Powers-That-Be just about 
evened things up. 

As to different State laws, 
they don’t worry me. My 
town’s high football 
team is at present State cham- 
pions. When the townsfolk 
motored 100 miles up the Ohio 
River to the playoff last fall, 
we crossed into Ohio for the 


school 
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trip because of better roads. There was a mighty 
parade of cars and buses five miles long. And all 
Ohio got out of it was a few dollars sales tax from 
money spent by people enroute, Yet all they asked 
was that we obey traflic laws and try not to kill 
any of their deer that occasionally rambled out on 
the highway. In a bumper-to-bumper traffic blockade 
two miles long on entering the entertaining city, not 
a horn was sounded. We knew the traffic lights and 
the tratlic cops would get us through as quickly as 
possible by just being patient. 

My children or grandchildren can enter free school 
in any county in the land into which I have moved 
and into whose coffers I have never paid a dime. And 
they will receive the same treatment as the children 
who were born there. Poverty-stricken children get 
the same instructions and the same care as the chil- 
dren of the financier. 

That's America, Mr. Vishinsky. 

Since I began making my own way 35 years ago, 
only once have I been told where I had to work. 
That was when I was frozen to the job I had no 
idea of quitting anyway during World War II. All 
other conditions were the same as now. I can be a 
farmer, a butcher, a baker, or a neon-light maker 
if | want to. And there is no one to keep me from 
it—Mr. Chow En-lai. 

If I want to denounce the present political admin- 
istration, or present my religious belief, or my social 
creed, the very administration I condemn will protect 
me in it. The public assembly halls of this Nation 
are open to all men who have honest convictions and 
the ability to express them. 

I belong to one of the oldest labor organizations. 
Public opinion is radically divided on this issue. Yet 
[ enjoy the same freedom here that I do elsewhere. 
My Government gives me the right to belong to what- 
ever organization covers my craft. 

In America, Mr. Gromyko. 

Here I can live where I want to, work where I want 
to, buy what I can afford, marry into any social realm 
I may, send my children to any college I prefer, and, 
with a little notice, die where I want to. And no one 
will direct me otherwise. No one will try to. 

That, Mr. Khrushchev, is America. 

I am now 50. I am still waiting for my ship to 
come in. In this country a guy can dream of gold 
in the mines, in the oil and gas business, in steel, in 
lumber, in polities, or at the end of the rainbow. 

Yes, America is many things 
to many people. If you, asked a 
thousand of us what America 
means to us, you probably 
would not receive two answers 
just alike. But, in the final 
analysis, I think all would 
agree that it is a way of life 
that exists nowhere else—a 
way of life that permits us to 
think what we will, to say 
what we wish, to do what we 
want, to go where we prefer, 
to believe what we choose, to 
recognize no limits to what we 
can achieve. We—and we 
alone—are responsible for our 
suecesses and our failures. 
So Ill take it here, thank 
you. This is America, and it’s 
something you won’t find be- 
= hind your [Iron Curtain or 
Bamboo Curtain. 








versity Women, henceforth to be designated as 

AAUW, is in the vanguard of those organiza- 
tions which strive for progress; for it was formed by 
merging two associations of college women which had 
existed long before the adoption of the Nineteenth 
Amendment. At the end of its first decade, in 1931, 
the AAUW numbered 521 branches, and 36,800 mem- 
bers. By 1954, it comprised more than 1,000 branches 
and well over 100,000 members. (The number of mem- 
bers, though, has been fluctuating in the more recent 
past. From Wisconsin alone, in one year, 800 were 
lost.) The AAUW, thus, is in size comparable to the 
National League of Women Voters, which we dis- 
cussed in last month’s Nationa REPUBLIC, 

How far to the left is the AAUW? Some years ago, 
when Dr. Kathryn McHale was AAUW president, St. 
Mary’s College, South Bend, Ind., an associate mem- 
ber, withdrew because the AAUW advocated dissemi- 
nation of birth control information by physicians. In 
1954, the conservative College of St. Elizabeth, Con- 
vent Station, N. J., 
was host to the annu- 


B’ TRADITION, the American Association of Uni- 


network which has made it appear as if millions of 
American women endorsed the radical causes of Fed- 
eral intervention. 

It must be noted from the outset that AAUW 
policy, although submitted to the delegates of the lo- 
‘al branches at the biennial conventions, is shaped at 
the top, and that the AAUW charter, like the consti- 
tution of James C. Petrillo’s American Federation of 
Musicians, is far from being a particularly “demo- 
cratic” document. 

“The Board of Directors,’ according to Article LV, 
Section 1, B, of the AAUW By-Laws, “shall have 
power to act in the interim between meetings of the 
Association . . . It shall appoint the chairmen of all 
committees, except as hereinafter provided.” Article 
V, Section 1, I, 2 states: “In case of necessary action 
between conventions, the Board of Directors shall be 
empowered to act on the joint recommendation of the 
Committee on Legislation and the Committee on Edu- 
cational Policies, provided that such action be re- 
ported to the next convention for approval or rejec- 
tion.” 

Approval or rejec- 








al gathering of the 
New Jersey branch 
of AAUW. But at 
said meeting the rad- 
ical Vassar  econo- 
mist, Professor Ma- 
bel Newcomer, spon- 
such Commu- 
nist fronts as the Na- 
tional Emergency 
Conference and_ the 
Waldorf Peace Con- 
ference, and self- 
avowed foe of the 
House Un-American 
Activities Commit- 


sor of 


COLLECTIVIST RECORD 
OF THE AAUW 


I. Leftist Lobbying and Propaganda 


By DR. FELIX WITTMER 


Educator, Writer, Lecturer 


tion, though, has al- 
ways amounted to 
mere rubber stamp 
procedure, which 
makes the AAUW’s 
lobbying activities 
appear incredibly un- 
representative, At 
the five-day conven- 
tion in Atlantie City, 
in April, 1951, for in- 
stance, any discus- 
sion of the proposed 
legislative program 
had to take place on 





Thursday, April 12, 





tee, for whose discon- 
tinuation she had 
publicly pleaded, delivered the keynote address, 

This same Mabel Newcomer, for years on the na- 
tional board of the AAUW as well as the League of 
Women Voters, in 1953 was the recipient of AAUW’s 
achievement award. In her acceptance address, on 
“Citizens and Scholars.” Dr. Newcomer, ridiculing 
Congressional investigations, exclaimed, “It is like 
the witch hunt of Salem. How do you ever prove that 
you are not a witch?” Dr, Newcomer refrained from 
offering any proof that she herself had not been a 
Communist fronter. 

The January, 1953, issue of the AAUW Journal con- 
tained the AAUW’s statement, “The Communist 
Threat to Freedom and Democracy,” which was wide- 
ly distributed in reprints. On the record, does that 
stamp the AAUW as an alert opponent of the Marx- 
ian menace or might it not rather appear as a smoke 
screen for AAUW’s persistent sponsorship of the left- 
wing causes? 

An examination of the persons who have guided the 
AAUW throughout the years, of the Journal and vari- 
ous AAUW publications, the material which may be 
obtained from the AAUW Publications Clerk, keynote 
speakers at AAUW conventions, and the biennially 
released legislative programs leaves little doubt that 
the AAUW’s leadership, not necessarily its member- 
ship, has been devoted to those domestic and interna- 
tional collectivistic projects which threaten free enter- 
prise and individual independence from oppressive 
bureaucracy. In fact, as a member of the Women’s 
Joint Congressional Committee, the AAUW has 
played a leading role in that all-pervading political 


from 9:30 to 12, or 

after 2 P. M. As the 
18 items contained various subdivisions, there were 
actually 34 items to vote on. If we assume that each 
item was accorded 15 minutes for presentation, dis- 
cussion and vote—which is inadequate— the ladies 
had to be in session for eight and a half hours. The 
editors of the AAUW Journal did not believe it would 
take the delegates that long to “heil” the 34 items. 
They scheduled the actual voting business for Thurs- 
day afternoon and optimistically announced: “When 
this business is completed, the rest of the afternoon 
will he free.” 

The items were couched in such broad language that 
the delegates, by voting “yes,” would give their Legis- 
lative Committee a blank check to lobby for the most 
harmful sort of socialistic legislation. Item 3c: 


“Measures to restrain inflationary pressures during 


the defense mobilization period.” What “restrains” 
inflationary pressures? The Keynesians believe that 
easy money policies might do the trick. Orthodox 
economists insist that Keynesian palliatives aggravate 
inflation, and therefore injure private enterprise. 

Item 5 recommended “a constructive foreign policy 
which would endeavor to develop conditions favorable 
to democracy and economic well-being throughout the 
world, and prerequisites for American and interna- 
tional security.” This is perilously loose language, 
unworthy of persons who take pride in their college 
diplomas. Does “democracy” include global paternal- 
ism, Point IV and similar bureaucratic generosities of 
the Robin Hood tax variety? 

And what did the AAUW officers mean by “ade- 
quate appropriations” (item 7a)? Did they fancy 
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that the more than 100,000 AAUW members would 
agree with the views of their leaders concerning the 
global welfare state? 

No wonder that rank and file members of the 
AAUW, as those of other militant women’s groups, 
have found it difficult to bring traditionalist views, 
which are opposed to the statist outlook of the official 
AAUW hierarchy, to the attention of the membership 
at large. Hence the several rebellions of members 
who felt themselves excluded from shaping AAUW 
policy, such as that of the Oshkosh, Wis., women, 
which was brushed aside condescendingly, if not con- 
temptuously, by AAUW officials. 

[It was in 1951 that a group of AAUW members, 
headed by Mrs. Norris Krohn, Mrs. Robert Murray 
and Mrs. Arno P. Nonweiler, from Oshkosh, Wis., de- 
manded that no lobbying by the AAUW be undertaken 
unless it be sanctioned by individual branch voting. 
They also recommended that the initiative for legisla- 
tive action be conceded to the branches. Vassar Col- 
lege’s Sarah Blanding, representing AAUW’s national 
committee, according to the 
Vew York Times of April 15, 
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cators.” The board then held that any pressure from 
outside groups regarding the selection of texts should 
be resisted. This means that parents have no right 
to object to texts which they consider to be subversive, 
even though, by paying taxes, they support the teach- 
ers of their children. The announcement in the 
Tribune emphasized that the AAUW board had acted 
after examining the recommendations of the American 
Committee for Democracy and Intellectual Freedom, 
The latter has been designated as a Communist-front 
“which defended Communist teachers” in two Reports 
of the Special Committee on Un-American Activities, 
and as “subversive and un-American” by the Special 
Subcommittee of the House Committee on Appropria- 
tions (Report, April 21, 1943, p. 3.) 

As of this date (May, 1954), the latest AAUW legis- 
lative program stands for strengthening the United 
Nations, without warning against the pitfalls of co- 
operating with the Soviet nations. There is no recom- 
mendation for action against the dissemination of 
atheistic and totalitarian material by such UNESCO 
members as Poland, Romania, 
and Czechoslovakia, The Unit- 





1951, characterized the pleas 
of the Oshkosh rebels as 
“needlessly bunglesome” and 
held that “the branches had 
sufficient confidence in the na- 
tional committee.” Herr Hit- 
ler, in days past, also regarded 
the initiative of branches and 
individual branch voting as 
needlessly bunglesome, 
Mrs. Amy Lamkin, Arling- 
ton, Va., former AAUW legis- 
lative chairman, according to 
the New York Herald Tribune 
of April 10, 1951, defended the 
arbitrary top-level pressure 
activities of AAUW board 
members as the “best kind of 
lobbying” and held that if the 
AAUW refrained from it, it 
“would be reduced to the stat- 
us of non-partisan civic Dr. 
groups.” But it is open to 
question if so comprehensive 
an association as the AAUW, to judge by its name, 
is meant to do any lobbying at all, and especially in 
behalf of socialistic policies. Certainly, thousands of 
members cannot possibly agree on this and probably 
joined the organization for cultural, non-politics] rea- 
sons in the first place. 


, 


Time and again, AAUW convention proceedings and 
legislative programs have disclosed a determined in- 
ternationalist policy, regardless of whether it might 
subject the United States to arbitration by bureau- 
cratically administered nations whose public figures 
are unappreciative of our Constitutionally guaranteed 
individual freedoms. The convention proceedings of 


1929, for instance, as those of other years, proposed 


entry of the United States into the League of Na- 
tions, and an international American arbitration and 
conciliation treaty. These proceedings also recom- 
mended the consistently left-wing and frequently pro- 
Soviet Foreign Policy Association and the Soviet In- 
formation Bureaus in Washington and New York 
City as “very valuable” sources of information. 

In 1940, according to the New York Herald Tribune 
of November 10, the national board of the AAUW 
adopted a resolution, advising that “selection of 
school books should definitely be the province of edu- 
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ed Nations, even though it has 
been honeycombed with hun- 
dreds of our implacable Com- 
munist foes, has been a favor- 
ite with AAUW, as had been 
the League of Nations before 
World War If. Upon the res- 
ignation of Mrs. Ann _ Robi- 
son as AAUW’s UN observer, 
the Journal of March, 1953 
(Vol. 46, No. 3, p. 179) char- 
acteristically remarked: “. . 
wherever she goes she leaves 
her listeners with a new and 
intimate and enthusiastic un- 
derstanding of the United Na- 
tions.” 

The Commonwealth of Na- 
tions, a study guide by Gwen- 
dolen M. Carter, of Smith Col- 
lege, is one of the publications 
which may be obtained from 
AAUW’s Publications Clerk, 
aceording to the Journal of 
March, 1954. The AAUW also offers rental at $1.30 
of half-hour tape recordings of Mrs. Agnes Meyer’s 
vituperative address, “Appeal to Common Sense,” an 
answer to the so-called attacks on education by grass- 
roots defenders of the Constitution, and of “Freedom 
and Authority in Education,” an AAUW 1953 conven- 
tion address by Harold Taylor. The latter, as Presi- 
dent of Sarah Lawrence College, in Bronxville, N. Y., 
has repeatedly defended Joseph Fels Barnes, a mem- 
ber of said college’s faculty. In sworn testimony be- 
fore the McCarran Committee, at the Institute of 
Pacific Relations hearings, in August, 1951, Louis 
Francis Budenz identified “Comrade Barnes” as a 
Communist who “had been of great service to the 
party.” Whittaker Chambers, at the same hearings, 
identified Barnes under oath as a member of the Com- 
munist underground unit, to which Frederick Vander- 
bilt Field belonged. “I believe they subsequently di- 
vorced their wives and remarried each other’s wives,” 
he testified. 
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Besides renting out such biased, anti-anti-Commu- 
nist addresses as those by Mrs. Meyer and Mr. Taylor, 
the AAUW has also for some years prepared kits of 
reading and discussion material on such topics as 

(See Recorp or THE AAUW, Page 30) 





















"WE THE PEOPLE’ 


By IRA E. BENNETT 


Former Editor, The Washington Post 








T THIS HOUR, on a September day 167 years 

ago, the framers of the Constitution ponuered 

anxiously upon the work they were tinishing. 
They feared that the Confederation of States would 
be broken in spite of their effort to form a more per- 
fect union, In that event all States would have been 
at the mercy of foreign powers. Anarchy, followed 
by a monarchy, was the expected alternative to adop- 
tion of the new frame of government. 

Abraham Baldwin, one of the delegates from 
Georgia, told Senator Plumer in 1806 of Washington's 
private opinion when the Constitution was drafted: 

“He said,” wrote Senator Plumer, “that General 
Washington at that time, on a morning’s walk, told 
him that he did not expect the Constitution would 
exist more than 20 years. He said that the Conven- 
tion was more than once upon the point of dissolving 
without agreeing upon any system. All were better 
pleased with it, when the propositions were reduced 
to form and connected together, than they expected.” 

Time has proven that the makers of the Constitu- 
tion builded better than they knew. The Constitution 
still lives, the oldest in the world. The union created 
by the Constitution has survived the supreme test of 
civil war. The States stand intact, although weakened 
by the encroachment upon their powers by the ever- 
expanding Federal Government. 

No one suggests the scrapping of the Constitution. 
Yet, during the last 20 years, such changes have come 
upon the operation of government that many Ameri- 
cans are now worried over the preservation of the 
Constitution itself. 

These changes have arisen in part from new and 
novel interpretations of the Constitution—and some 
of the changes seem to have the stout approval of a 
majority of the people. 

In his Farewell Address, President Washington 
warned against perversion of the Constitution: 

“Towards the preservation of your Government 
and the permanency of your present happy state, 
it is requisite that you resist with care the spirit 
of innovation upon its principles, however speci- 
ous the pretexts If in the opinion of the 

People, the distribution or modification of the 

Constitutional powers be in any particular 

wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment in 

the way which the Constitution designates 

But let there be no change by usurpation.” 

Is the intrusion by the Federal Government upon 
State powers “usurpation” or an unavoidable change? 
Do the people concur in this “modification” without 
taking the trouble to amend their Constitution? 

Vast and seemingly irrevocable invasions of State 
powers have been made; but no crisis has thus far 
required the people to decide, once and for all, whether 
they choose to live under the Constitution of the 
Founding Fathers or the regime that is bringing about 
a collectivist absolutism. 

A crisis, however, is approaching. It must be re- 
solved by the people themselves—no Congress, no ad- 








ministration and no court decision can restore the 
integrity of the Constitution and ward off Socialism. 
If the Government is to be the servant and not the 
master of the people, the people must so ordain. 

Socialistic projects made headway early in this 
century, largely because of the indoctrination of 
teachers and youths by visionaries who thought they 
could improve upon the Constitution, That old in- 
strument, they held, was out of date. They eagerly 
grasped the opportunity to distort the true intent of 
the “general welfare clause” of the Constitution, an 
opportunity opened by unwise decisions of minor 
courts. The “interstate commerce clause” also was 
misapplied, to the detriment of States’ rights. In the 
meantime so-called “educators,” hailed as leaders by 
credulous teachers, instilled the poison of Socialism 
into the body of teachers and used them as vectors in 
the infection of American youth. ‘ 

By 1934, through the open door afforded by the 
New Deal, the trend toward Socialism was rapidly 
progessing within the Government as well as in schools 
and colleges. Fledgling graduates of Harvard Law 
School were placed in key positions as legal counsel 
of Federal agencies, and these zealots of Socialism 
openly hailed the advent of the “welfare state” as the 
successor of the “obsolete” system established by the 
Constitution. 

Long ago, even during the preparation of the Con- 
stitution, far-sighted statesmen had questioned the 
wisdom of using the loose phrase, “to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States,” which they predicted would 
be seized upon as warrant for unlimited abuse of 
power by Congress. Judge Story, in his Commen- 
taries, observed that if this clause should be construed 
to be an independent and substantive grant of power 
it would make superfluous all other powers granted, 
and added: “Under these circumstances, the Consti- 
tution would practically create an unlimited National 
Government.” 

The first effort to interpret the general welfare 
clause as a “substantive grant of power” was aban- 
doned, but another interpretation nearly as destruc- 
tive of the States has been applied by Congress and 
the courts; viz., that Congress may lay a tax in order 
to pay for what it deems to be the “general” welfare, 
as distinguished from “local” welfare; and that Con- 
gress is the sole judge of what constitutes the general 
welfare. Since all “welfare” projects cost money, 
and since Congress has the power to tax, it is now 
almost universally agreed that there is no limit to 

















George Washington Warned Against Perversion of the 
Constitution. 
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the meaning of “general welfare.” It means what- 
ever a majority in Congress says it means. 

The power to tax—ah, there’s the rub! 

The Constitution-makers deliberated long upon this 
power, They hesitated to confer it upon Congress, 
although they admitted that no Federal Government 
could survive without it. They did not empower Con- 
gress to impose an income tax upon every citizen— 
this immense extension of power came 126 years later, 
when the Sixteenth Amendment was adopted. (It is 
of passing interest to note that the income tax amend- 
ment was rejected by Connecticut, Florida, Rhode 
Island and Utah; and that Pennsylvania and Virginia 
took no action upon it.) 

Before the enormous revenue from the income tax 
was at the disposal of Congress, it was not easy to 
undermine the Constitution by using Federal money 
for Socialistic general-welfare projects. Now it is not 
easy for conservatives in Congress to defeat any plau- 
sible general welfare scheme for 
passing handouts to the people for 
schools, highways, health promotion, 
sickness insurance, edegation, old- 
age and survivors’ stipends, etc., all 
of which are within the duty of the 
States to provide. 

Recently, to the surprise of some 
observers, the House of Representa- 
tives rejected a novel health-insur- 
ance project. This action savored 
of old-time Constitutional recogni- 
tion of the rights and duties of the 
States; but the momentum behind 
the paternalistic insurance plan has 


not ceased. 


One of the notable signs of popu- 


lar distruct of the concentration of 
power in the central government 
was the protest made in July by the 
conference of State 
against the Administration’s pro- 
posal to spend $50 billion or more 
during the next ten years in con- 
structing highways. Again, as in 
1787, the problems revolved around 
the danger of abusing the Federal 
power to tax, Many of the gover- 
nors vebviously voiced the feelings of 
their people by objecting to the intrusion of the Gov- 
ernment into the ‘tax field of the States, notably in 
the gasoline tax. R 

The construction of highways is a State duty. Regu- 
lation of interstate commerce, whether on highways, 
railroads, waterways or airplanes, is one of the duties 
of Congress. It is true that modern motor express- 
ways and freeways are convenient or even necessary ; 
hence it is very easy for “practical” men to convince 
themselves that the Constitution should not stand in 
the way of public convenience. The “practical” way 
is for Congress to tax and spend for modern highways, 
regardless of the theoretical rights of States to retain 
their taxing power and to build highways to suit 
themselves. 

Thus the obliteration of State boundaries is hast- 
ened as well as the obliteration of rights they retained 
when the people established the Constitution. The 
great “freeways” proposed are in line with the “gen- 
eral welfare.” and therefore, it is held, no local obsta- 
cle such as a State government should stand in the 
way; and it is impracticable to distinguish between 
local and interstate commerce on such freeways. 
Hence, Congress under its power to tax, its power 
to promote the general welfare, and its power to regu- 





governors 


Senator Wayne 


Morse, of Oregon, 

Was One of the Filibusterers Who 

Recently Favored Socialization of In- 
dustrial Atomic Energy. 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


late interestate commerce, can and should override 
the petty sectional prejudice against national author- 
ity. That is the line of reasoning—and if reinforce- 
ment be needed, the Federal courts will decide in 
favor of the Government. 

The most determined movement toward Socialist 
control of the people by their servant, the Govern- 
ment, was defeated late in July by the Senate vote 
that smashed the filibuster on the bill to amend the 
Atomic Energy Act. The fact that the Eisenhower 
Administration stood firmly against socialization of 
industrial atomic energy was most encouraging to all 
Americans who cherish the Constitution. So bold 
were the spokesmen of Socialism, and so bold were 
the demands made by them in behalf—not of creep- 
ing, but of galloping—Socialism, that a large part of 
the public became convinced that Congress would no 
longer stand against encroachments upon the funda- 
mental principle of American liberty—private enter- 
prise. 

It is well that the Senate should 
remain as the last-ditch forum of a 
patriot who can tell his countrymen 
the truth and alert them against 
tyranny; but the shameless abuse of 
this right by demagogues conspiring 
to fasten governmental shackles up- 
on the people was an alarming spec- 
tacle. However, the exposure of this 
combination may be valuable in 
frustrating new projects which 
would have been saddled upon the 
whole people for the benetit of a 
favored section. It is pure insanity 
to argue that the Government can- 
not control contractors furnishing 
electric or atomic energy and must 
therefore own and operate its own 
plants. All of the equipment for 
national defense is furnished by con- 
tractors; are they uncontrollable? 

It was an awkward time for So- 
cialists to insist that American in- 
dustry is inherently dishonest and 
that only Federal officials are in- 
herently honest, when committees of 
Congress were exposing mismanage- 
ment and corruption in the Federal 
Housing Administration and when corrupt Federal 
tax collectors had just been sent to prison. 

When American citizens take to heart the truth 
that they are not indebted to their Government for 
their liberty, when they perceive that they must be 
vigilant against concentration of power in Washing- 
ton, and when they conclude that their States are 
the rightful authorities for dispensing charities, 
maintaining justice and order, controlling education 
and public health, building roads, etc., they will ap- 
plaud a return to the Constitution which shields them 
and which, under the smile of God, was made express- 
ly to secure to them the blessings of liberty. 

Place a red circle around the date of November 2 
on your calendar. That is a day when “we the people” 
will have an opportunity to express our opinions 
upon the men who represent us on Capitol Hill. Some 
of these men have done a good job and should be 
returned to Washington. Others have forfeited their 
right to represent us, and must be repudiated. Make 
sure you know the voting records of the men who are 
running for re-election. And then make sure that you 
vote accordingly on November 2. The new Congress 


must be prepared to defend and preserve the Consti- 
tution. 











MAN'S LAST FRONTIER 


By HERBERT G. MOORE 


tion, and Americans have unquestionably seen 
and charted larger areas. But all claims have 
been ignored by our State Department. Even 
Byrd’s base at Little America is in an area 
over which New Zealand now asserts sover- 
eignty. 

A few years ago a group of scientists and 
enthusiasts formed what they called the Ant- 





arctic Colony Associates, and blueprinted 





his 66th birthday next month, recertly an- 

nounced his plans for a fourth expedition to the 
Antarctic, following up his previous visits in 1929, 
1933 and 1947. To some this may appear as another 
expensive and foolhardy venture, but the admiral is 
convinced of the military and perhaps economic im- 
portance of this great frozen wasteland to our south. 

“If the Panama Canal were knocked out by an 
A-bomb”, he said, “we would have to get our ships 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific through the Straits of 
Magellan or between Antarctic and South America 
via Drake Passage. It would be essential, therefore, 
for this Nation to have control of that part of Ant- 
arctica that is nearest to Cape Horn and of the is- 
lands between the cape and Antarctica.” 

The admiral also stressed the fact that America 
may need the resources, such as coal, oil, uranium and 
other minerals, “that lie untouched at the bottom of 
the world.” We will go further and say that the next 
century may well belong to the people who control 
this now desolate, frigid wilderness, where the winds 
probably blow harder, the temperature drops lower, 
the storms rage more violently, than any place where 
man has ever before attempted to set up housekeeping. 

But, despite the possible strategic importance of 
this great seventh continent, the United States Gov- 
ernment has to date staked out no claims for itself. 
Seven other governments—Great Britian, France, 
Norway, Australia, New Zealand, Argentina and Chile 
—have cut themselves generous slices of this frozen 
real estate, and some of them have now set up perm- 
anent or semi-permanent settlements to support these 
claims. Of even greater importance to the free world, 
Soviet Russia has been showing more than a mild 
interest in what is going on down below. In fact, 
Soviet whaling ships have been cruising in these 
waters since the close of World War II, presumably 
surveying the field. And the following significant 
words were recently put into the mouth of a Russian 
whaling captain: 

“The Soviet Government cannot allow the fate of 
the Antarctic to be decided without its participation. 
Historic facts speak clearly that priority in the dis- 
covery of the southern continent belongs to Russia, 
and consequently, by inheritance, to the Soviet Union 

. Faithful to its peace-loving policy the Soviet Un- 
ion is striving toward a just solution of the Ant- 
arctic problem.” 

We have a pretty good idea of Russia’s “peace-lov- 
ing policy” by this time, and the U.S.S.R.’s claim to 
“priority in the discovery” of Antarctica is just as 
phony. To keep the record straight, Nathaniel B. 
Palmer, captain of an American sealing ship, was 
reportedly the first man to sight the continent in 1820 
—hence Palmer Peninsula named in his honor. Since 
then Charles Wilkes, Lincoln Ellsworth, Admiral 
Byrd, Commander Finn Ronne and many others have 
explored the vast regions surrounding the South Pole, 
and have claimed wnofficially large areas for the 
United States. In fact, America has spent far more 
money on Antarctic exploration than any other na- 


A DMIRAL RICHARD E, BYRD, who will observe 


plans for the colonization and development 

of the continent. Since the proposed colonies 
were to be self-sustaining, it was planned to melt the 
ice by means of a black-topping program, and to grow 
farm crops in underground caves. Research extended 
into hydroponic gardening methods; bacterial recla- 
mation of human, animal and plant wastes into nutri- 
ents; low-temperature alloys, lubricants and materi- 
als; energy sources; motors; compressors; storage 
tanks; air conditioning and communication systems; 
prefabricated housing; mining techniques; ice trac- 
tors—a million and one things that had to be specially 
designed, constructed and tested for use under the 
severe Antarctic conditions. 

The promoters explained the details of the scheme 
to this writer, but apparently the plan has been aban- 
doned or at least pigeon-holed. In any case, there 
have been no recent reports. But in the course of the 
planning, the sponsors even queried the State Depart- 
ment on the subject of territorial claims, and received 
this reply under date of August 4, 1950: 

“... It is the general policy of the Department, so 
far as appropriate, to encourage the systematic scien- 
tific investigation of Antarctica. However, these 
statements are not to be interpreted as endorsement 
of any particular project. You are undoubtedly aware 
that the U. 8. Government has never asserted a claim 
in the Antarctic. On the other hand, the United 
States has not recognized any claims of other nations, 
and has reserved all rights it may have as a result of 
activities of its nationals in Antarctica. The question 
of the possible validity of any territorial claims, pri- 
vate or public, which might result from activities such 
as those you contemplate, is subject to a variety of 
factors, most of which are not determinable in ad- 
vance,” 

The above, of course, represents State Department 


policy under the Truman Administration. There is 
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no reason to believe, however, that that policy has 
been changed under the Eisenhower Administration. 
In fact, we have been so busy with the problems of 
Europe, Asia and even South America that no one 
in Washington lately has given much thought to Ant- 
arctica. But perhaps the time has arrived when some- 
one should devote a little time to the conquering of 
what might well be described as man’s last frontier 
at least man’s last geographical frontier. 


\ OST of us have only a hazy idea of this inhospit- 
‘ able region where penguins, strutting around in 
the strange formal garb in which Nature has clothed 
them, constitute practically the only surface wild life, 
and where the only plant life at present is restricted 
to a few lichens and mosses which somehow have been 
able to wage a desperate fight for survival under these 
sub-zero conditions. Actually it is a territory embrac- 
ing six million square miles or approximately twice 
the area of the continental United States, and, in 
the problems involved and in the very magnitude of 
its scope, its conquest will certainly dwarf last cen- 
tury’s opening of the American West. The fact that 
this largely unexplored land mass is so inaccessible, 
the fact that most of it is buried under a huge ice 
cap, in some places up to a mile in thickness, the 
fact that it is unquestionably the bleakest and loneli- 
est region on earth, where not even a dwarf tree or 
shrub relieves the color monotony of an otherwise 
awe-inspiring scenery—all this has caused many of us 
to write off Antarctica as an area for possible exploi- 
tation. After all, the temperature drops to 50 and 60 
and sometimes 80 degrees below zero during the long 
winter night, the winds average 30, 40 and 50 miles 
per hour for months at a time, and rarely has the 
human being had to contend with storms so violent. 

But there are other factors that must be taken into 
consideration, and these may make all the hardships 
and sacrifices worthwhile. First of all, it is entirely 
possible that this great polar continent may prove to 
be a veritable storehouse of wealth. Of course, this is 
largely speculation, for most of the secrets of this 
potential treasure-chest still remain locked under the 
ice cap or in the rocks projecting as mountains 
through the ice. But is is a fact that coal beds have 
been observed in that region of Antarctica known as 
Victoria Land, and the conclusion may be drawn that 
at one time, hundreds of thousands of vears ago, per- 
haps back in the Permian Age, great coal-forming 
swamps covered much of tke area. It’s nothing for 
John L. Lewis to get unduly excited about yet, but it 
is conceivable that the time may come when the 
United Mine Workers will have an Antarctic contract 
to negotiate. And what a contract that will be! 


"T‘HEN, too, as a prominent geologist informed this 

writer, “oil probably is present in quantity, and 
ores Of possible commercial value are indicated by 
minerals containing copper, tin, and molybdenum, as 
well as other metallic constituents.” 


Perhaps more important still in the coming atomic 
age, traces of uranium have been detected, indicating 
a possible new source of precious fissionable materials. 
While the exploitation of such resources may be ex- 


tremely difficult—and for the immediate present pro- 
hibitively expensive—nevertheless the very possibility 
of such hidden treasure will always hold a lure for 
members of the human race. The same urge, that led 
to the Gold Rush to California in the middle of the 
19th Century, may lead to an even more andacious 
and hazardous trek to the now barren wastes of the 
South Pole during the latter part of the 20th Century. 
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1947. 


Nor is the colonization of Antarctica quite as fan- 
tastic as it at first sounds. While most of the conti- 
nent is now buried under heavy glacial ice, there are 
apparently some ice-free areas in addition to the bare 
mountain ridges that sprawl across the continent. 
Admiral Byrd reported one such area only 900 miles 
from the South Pole, and U. S. Navy fliers during 
“Operation High Jump” found an ice-free region of 
approximately 100 square miles. Obviously one of 
these “oases” would be a logical starting point. 

Furthermore, it is generally conceded that the great 
ice cap of the Antarctic Circle is receding. Of course, 
it is an extremely slow process—one that is measured 
by centuries—but there is evidence that the whole 
earth is growing warmer. Dr. George Gamow, in his 
book, Biography of the Earth, estimates that our 
world will reach the peak of its coming warm period 
in the year 20,000 A.D.—and many scientists agree 
with him. Dr. Gamow states that the climate of Bos- 
ton will resemble that of the West Indies at that time. 
And the summer sun, shining 24 hours a day over the 
white ice of Antarctica, is slowly, but surely, exerting 
its effect. Or, as it has been expressed, “the Antarctic 
refrigerator is set for ‘defrost’.’” And man has it in 

(See Man’s Last Frontier, Page 52) 
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Commander Finn Ronne Is One of Many Explorers to 

Have Visited the Polar Regions, But America as Yet Has 
Claimed No Territory. 











THE ENEMY WITHIN OUR GATES 


(Continued from Page 10) 


For An Effective Congress was the originator of the 
Flanders move. 

Before Americans take sides in the Flanders-Mc- 
Carthy controversy, they should be sure they know 
what is going on behind the scenes. 


Leftists Campaign en State Level 


The ADA and the C1O-PAC, which are very strong- 
ly organized in Oregon, have acquired several news- 
papers in that State, and are dictating all of the local 
appointments of the Democrats. Senator Wayne 
Morse, also financed by the National Committee For 
An Effective Congress, who switched from Republican 
to Independent after the election, is now changing 
horses again, and will classify himself as a Democrat 
in the next Congress. Don’t for one minute think 
that Senator Morse is solely responsible for these 
changes. The decisions are influenced by his backers 
and associates. 

Glen Taylor, who ran with full Communist support 
as Henry Wallace’s running-mate on the Communist 
front, the Progressive Party ticket a few years ago, 
has now won the Democratic nomination for Senator 
in Idaho, and no doubt will receive the full backing 
of the National Committee For An Effective Congress. 
Senator Estes Kefauver already has the group’s sup- 
port in Tennessee. 

In New Jersey former Congressman Clifford Case, 
Republican Senatorial nominee, has the full support 
of the ADA. This has split the GOP ranks wide open, 
and may pave the way for the election of an inde- 
pendent Republican, if not a Democrat. Charles R. 
Howell, the Democratic nominee, is holding his fire 
against McCarthy while Case lambasts him. New 
Jersey conservatives, including supporters of the Wis- 
consin Senator and also of the late Senator Robert 
A. Taft, are reported to be rebelling, and Case’s anti- 
McCarthy biasts are said to have cost him 30,000 votes 
in Bergen County alone. If a Democrat should win 
the Senate seat in New Jersey, it would be the first 
time since 1936. 

Congressman Kit Clardy charges that the National 
Committee For An Effective Congress “has invaded 
State by State with money from outside sources,” in 
order to swing elections in behalf of Eastern left-wing 
internationalists “seeking to impose on the electorate 
of several districts and States the kind of thinking 
and the kind of candidates these alien ‘angels’ desire.” 

Another State recently entered is that of New 
Hampshire, where thousands of smear articles from 
The Reporter, organ of Italian-born Max Ascoli, have 
been distributed. Ascoli, whose wife inherited the 
Rosenwald millions, is attempting to defeat Senator 
Styles Bridges. He is connected with the National 
Committee For An Effective Congress as well as the 
ADA. 

Ascoli and Arthur Goldsmith, who was considered 
the paymaster in the purge movements of the early 
New Deal, are the chief pushers of the present left- 
wing political web. Telford Taylor, attorney for 
Harry Bridges, West Coast Red, is also connected 
with it. Ascoli used the same methods in the defeat 
of Senator Owen Brewster, of Maine. The committee 
also spent huge sums to “get” McCarthy in his last 
campaign, but muffed the ball because the people of 
Wisconsin, sensing Eastern influences, resented any 
outside interference. Similiar tactics failed when used 
against Senator Pat McCarran in Nevada, Senator 
Robert A. Taft in Ohio, and others, 


LEFT-WING GROUPS TRY TO INFLUENCE ELECTION CAMPAIGNS ON STATE LEVEL 23 








ie United Press Photo 
Rabbi Benjamin Schultz (Right), Chairman of the Joint 
Committee Against Communism, Presents a Plaque to Roy 
Cohn, Former Counsel for the McCarthy Subcommittee, at 
a Recent Testimonial Dinner in New York City. Looking 
On at the Left Are Cohn’s Parents, Judge and Mrs. Albert 
Cohn. The Dinner, Sponsored by Various Patriotic Groups, 

Drew a Capacity Crowd. 


Many of this committee are also aligned with the 
United World Federalists, which has designs to sweep 
us into a World Government, thereby destroying the 
sovereign rights of all Americans. In the South the 
committee, in conjunction with the ADA and the 
NAACP, is out for the scalp of Senator James O. 
Eastland (D.-Miss.), and in support of Senator John 


J. Sparkman (D.-Ala.) and Senator Estes Kefauver 


(D.-Tenn.). And in Texas the alignment with CIO was 
after Governor Shivers’ scalp. It has been reported 
that it was individuals from these groups which tried 
to defeat Richard Nixon for Vice President by bring- 
ing forth last-minute smears. It is supporting Jimmie 
Roosevelt for Congress in California and Franklin 
Roosevelt, Jr., for Governor in New York. In any 
case, it is clear that this left-wing political combina- 
tion is being directed from New York in an effort to 
reinstall the New Deal and “creeping Socialism” on 
the people of our country, 





United Press Phot 
Vice President Nixon Poses With Members of the Six-Man 
Committee Named to Investigate the Censure Charge 
Against Senator Joseph R. McCarthy. Left to Right, They 
Are (Back Row): Senator Francis Case (R.-S.D.); Sena- 
tor Frank Carlson (R.-Kan.); Senator John C. Stennis 
(D.-Miss.); and Senator Sam J. Ervin, Jr. (D.-N.C.). 
Seated (Left to Right) Are: Senator Arthur V. Watkins 
(R.-Utah); the Vice President; and Senator Edwin C. 

Johnson (D.-Col.) 
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Senator Joseph R. McCarthy Holds a Photostat of a Let- 

ter Said to Have Been Written by Former Secretary of 

War Harry H. Woodring, Which Contains a Statement 

That General George C. Marshall “Would Sell Out His 
Own Grandmother for Personal Advantage.” 


Congress Votes Immunity Bill 


Witnesses in Congressional investigations, who for 
years have refused to answer questions by invoking 
the Fifth Amendment, can now be forced to testify in 
cases involving national security, according to a new 
law enacted in the closing days of Congress. The 
measure was one of the principal recommendations of 
the Eisenhower Administration on the anti-subversive 
front, although the House transferred the power of 
granting immunity from the Attorney General to Fed- 
eral court judges. Some 348 witnesses have hidden 
behind the Fifth Amendment during the current year’s 
investigations. 

Under the new law, immunity is granted witnesses 
for what they disclose. If they still refuse to talk, 
they will be in contempt of court. If they lie, they 
will face perjury charges. 

The legislation, as might be expected, was opposed 
by members of the left-wing movements, the National 
Lawyers Guild, the American Civil Liberties Union 
and the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee. It 
was referred to as “compulsory self-accusation.” 


20 Face Contempt Citations 


The House recently cited 17 more persons for con- 
tempt in refusing to answer questions before the 
House Un-American Activities Committee, and the 
Senate voted contempt citations against three more 
for refusal to answer questions before the Permanent 
Investigations subcommittee headed by Senator Jo- 
seph R. McCarthy. 

By an overwhelming vote of 71-3, the Senate acted 
against Corliss Lamont, wealthy New York leftist; 
Abraham Unger, New York lawyer; and Albert Shad- 
owitz, electronics specialist from Nutley, N. J. La- 
mont later charged in defense that the Senate “missed 
an excellent opportunity to help curb the excesses of 
the McCarthy Committee.” 

The reluctant witnesses were defended by Senator 
Herbert H. Lehman (D.-Lib.-N. Y.). Senator Mce- 
Carthy said he was “shocked” to find “Communist 
jargon” used on the floor of the Senate by Senator 
Lehman in behalf of a “Communist organizer.” Sena- 
tor Lehman was joined by Senator Dennis Chavez 
(D.-N. M.) and Senator William Langer (R.-N. D.). 


CONTEMPT CITATIONS VOTED AGAINST 20 DEFIANT WITNESSES BY CONGRESS 


By a roll call vote of 376-0, the House cited Bolza 
Baxter, of Detroit, for his refusal to hand over the 
records of the Young Communist Labor Youth League 
of Michigan. A citation against Horace C, Davis, of 
Ann Arbor, Mich., was approved by a standing vote 
of 240-0. Then on voice votes the House called for 
prosecution of the following 15: 

Mrs. Millie Markison, Silver Spring, Md.; Benjamin 
F, Kocel, Detroit; Curtis Davis, Detroit; Evelyn Glad- 
stone, Garden City, Mich.; Paul Ross Baker, Willow 
Run, Mich.; Richard E. Adams, San Diego, Calif.; 
Marvin M. Engel, Flint, Mich.; Martin Trachtenberg, 
Flint, Mich.; Carl H. Jackins, Seattle; George Tony 
Starkovich, Seattle; Thomas G. Moore, Portland, Ore. ; 
John Rogers MacKenzie, Portland, Ore.; Donald M. 
Wollam, Portland, Ore.; Herbert Simpson, Portland, 
Ore.; and Lloyd Barenblatt, Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 

The House also approved by voice vote a resolution 
purging Francis X. T. Crowley, of New York City, of 
a contempt citation previously ordered. Congressman 
Donald L. Jackson (R.-Calif.) explained that Crowley 
no longer believed in Communism and that he had 
appeared before the committee again and had cooper- 
ated fully. 


Ex-Communist Raps Leftist Newsmen 


“It is time decent people got a standard of fair 
reportage,” Dr. Bella V. Dodd, an admitted former 
Communist told the Senate Rules subcommittee, and 
the Nationat Repus.ic, which has long sounded off 
against these left-wing, “liberal” journalists and their 
slanted news, wholeheartedly agrees. 

Dr. Dodd, former organizer for the Communists in 
the educational field, now a law professor at St. John’s 





CAMPAIGN LAUNCHED TO PROMOTE 
OCTOBER 23 AS UNITED STATES DAY 


October 24 will be observed as United Nations 
Day throughout the world, climaxing United Na- 
tions Week. It is expected that this observance, 
as usual, will be made the occasion for speeches, 
meetings, radio programs. propaganda, etc., pro- 
‘noting internationalism. 

To offset this, a distinguished group of patriots 
have been drawn together to designate October 23 
as United States Day, an occasion when Americans 
can pledge anew their loyalty to the U. S. A. and 
preach about the virtues of our own Government. 
The governors of Georgia and Wyoming have al- 
ready proclaimed the day, and the matter is being 
brought to the attention of every other governor 
and of the mayor of all cities. 

The United States Day Committee, Inc., has es- 
tablished offices in Tulsa, Okla., and in the Empire 
State Building, New York City. The officers are 
Richard Lloyd Jones, honorary chairman; W. L. 
Foster, chairman; Thomas E. Whiteman, treas- 
urer;, and Robert LeFevre, executive director. 
Walter S. Steele, editor of the National Republic, 
is a member of the advisory committee, which also 
includes: 

Hon. Spruille Braden, William F. Buckley, Jr., 
Early R. Cass, Lt. Gen. P. A. De Valle (Ret.), 
Robert B. Dresser, Brig. Gen. Bonner Fellers 
(Ret.), Walter Harnischfeger, George B. Howell, 
R. A, Hummel, John Bross Lloyd, Alice Roosevelt 
Longworth, Lt. Gen. Sumter L, Lowry (Ret.), 
Charles A. Macauley, Col. Robert R. McCormick, 
William L. McGrath, Ethel Ernest Murrell, Col. 
Alvin M. Owsley (Ret.), Albert Penn, Hon. Samuel 
B. Pettengill and E, L. Wiegand. 











COMMUNISTS INFILTRATE SUMMER CAMPS TO INFLUENCE NATION'S 


College, Brooklyn, said that newsmen should either 
report the news fairly and accurately or “bear the 
brunt of the fact they are pro-Communist or sym- 
pathetic to Communism.” She also urged “decent 
newspapers” to stop using the term “informers” for 
former Communists like herself who freely testify 
concerning their former Communist associations and 
associates before Congressional committees. She went 
on to say that some reporters often write stories of 
investigations “as if the Congressmen were on the 
defensive.” 

The Narionat Repusiic has long contended that 
people in many sections of the country do not know 
what is really happening in Washington because of 
certain highly touted leftist commentators, columnists 
and reporters. 


House Committee Probes Red Camps 


The House Committee on Un-American Activities 
is conducting a nation-wide investigation of Commu- 
nist-tainted summer camps and in New York, the 
State Legislature is doing likewise. As Congressman 
Harold H. Velde (R.-Ill.), chairman of the group, said: 

“There is a very definite indication that the Com- 
munist Party is still working on the youth of the 
country and the camps are a very fertile field for their 
operations.” 

It has been reported that there are more than 25 
Red-influenced camps in New York, New Jersey, Mas- 
sachusetts, Pennsylvania, California, Ohio, Connecti- 
cut, Vermont and Michigan. Possibly the most no- 
torious of these is Ormsby Village, a camp for 100 
teen-agers near Los Angeles. Walter Steele, editor of 
NATIONAL Repvustic, first exposed the Red camps as a 
witness several years ago. 

Congressman Velde announced that a subcommittee 
would soon open hearings on Communist influences 
in Newark, N. J. Special consideration will be given 
the United Electrical Workers Union and the Young 
Communist Labor Youth League. 

The House Un-American Activities Committee’s 
probe into Communist activities in the District of Co- 
lumbia is over—at least for the present—but not one 
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Dr. Wilbur Lee Mahaney, Jr., Former Philadelphia Teacher 

and Former Communist, Tells House Un-American Activi- 

ties Committee That Mrs. Celestine Fulchon, of Philadel- 

phia, Had Been a Party Member Despite Her Sworn De- 
nial Last February. 
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William H. Hinton, After Spending Six Years in Red 

China, Refuses to Tell Senate Internal Security Subcom- 

mittee Whether He Returned to Spread Communist Propa- 

ganda. He Also Refused to Answer Questions Concerning 

His Sister, Wife and Daughter, All of Whom Remained in 

China. He Did Praise Red China’s “Progress” and Urged 
Peace. 


of the 11 witnesses called would say anything about 
the party. 

William Shonick, a school teacher up to 1951 and 
now a piano tuner, caused quite a ripple as one of the 
last witnesses. He said that he did not consider the 
Communist Party subversive, but when asked, went 
on to say that “committees of this kind ... are the 
real subversives.” 

“I’m satisfied,” said Congressman Harold H. Velde, 
“that there is a hard core of the Communist Party 
operating in the Nation’s Capital.” 

Jackson Agrees With McCarthy 

Senator Henry M. Jackson (D.-Wash.), who fre- 
quently took issue with the Wisconsin Senator in the 
recent McCarthy-Pentagon hearings, sided with Sena- 
tor Joseph R. McCarthy in the recent case of a balky 
witness before the Senate Permanent Investigations 
subcommittee. The witness was Louis Passikoff, of 
Scotia, N. Y., an employee of the General Electric 
Company at Schenectady, N. Y., who was finally forci- 
bly escorted from the hearing room, 

Senator Jackson was questioning Passikoff while 
Senator McCarthy was out of the room. Upon his 
return, Senator Jackson said: 

“T think it’s a clear case of contempt 
that he be held in contempt.” 

The witness then denounced Senator McCarthy for 
refusing to allow him to explain “unfair implications” 
in Senator Jackson’s questions. Earlier he had called 
Joseph D. Mazzei, FBI undercover agent, a “despic- 
able stool pigeon.” Just before he was ejected, Pas- 
sikoff shouted at the Wisconsin Republican: 

“T think your time has come . the American 
people are about ready to get rid of you.” This is a 
clear example that the cries against “McCarthyism” 
are really an attack on investigations and not on the 
Senator himself. 


... 1 suggest 


Accuser of Jenner Loses Job 


William P. Gandall, a publicity agent for Universal 
Pictures Corp. “off and on” for the last five years, has 
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Dr. Otto John, West Germany's Former Security Chief, 

Has Apparently Deserted to the East in Company with Dr. 

Wolfgang Wohlgemuth, Long Considered a Communist 
Sympathizer 


been fired, he claims, because of his charge before the 
Senate Internal Security subcommittee that he had 
pulled Senator William E, Jenner (R.-Ind.) “out of 
a pub—tight as hell” in England during the war. 
But there seems to be more basis for the belief that 
his job because he invoked the Fifth 
Amendment when he was asked about his links with 
the Communist Party. Senator Jenner has made it 
plain that Gandall is “lying,” and says that the form- 
er Air Force sergeant was afliliated with the Com- 
munist (Loyalist) forces during the Spanish civil 
war and has been connected with many other left- 
Wily Causes. 


Gandall lost 


Hemispheric Probe of Reds Planned 


Congressman Charles J. Kersten (R.-Wis.), chair- 
man of a special House committee on Communist ag- 
gression, has announced that his group will make a 
full investigation of Soviet intervention in the West- 
ern Hemisphere. 

He added that the Arbenz government in Guatemala 
was “Moscow-directed and Moscow-controlled,’ not 
merely “Communist-influenced,” and that the tortures 
were “as brutal and savage as any employed in the 
[ron Curtain countries, or even the Soviet Union it- 


self 


Builder Silent on Red Donations 


Samuel J. Rodman, a Washington, D. C., builder, 
has refused to tell Senate investigators whether Com- 
munist front organizations shared in “windfall” prof- 
its of $367,000 which he reaped from an apartment 
house built with FHA funds. 

Senator Homer E, Capehart, chairman of the Sen- 
ate Banking Committee, which is probing the Federal 
housing scandals, put the question to Rodman, The 
latter admitted that his wife had refused to testify 
before the House Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties in 1949 as to whether she had been a member of 
the Communist Party. 


Panel Will Hear McCarthy Case 


Senator Arthur V. Watkins (R.-Utah) heads the six- 


man committee which is considering the “censure” 
against Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, the 
Communist-fighting Republican from Wisconsin. The 
other five Senators are Trank Carlson (R.-Kan.); 


chat ves 


PRO-McCARTHY PATRIOTS GET LITTLE NOTICE IN THE PUBLIC PRESS 


Francis Case (R.-S. D.) ; Edwin ©. Johnson (D.-Col.) ; 
John C. Stennis (D.-Miss); and Samuel J. Ervin, Jr. 
(D.-N. C.). 

i. Wallace Chadwick, Chester, Pa., lawyer and 
former Republican Congressman, is serving as counsel 
for the committee, while Edward B. Williams, of 
Washington, D. C., represents Senator McCarthy. It 
is hoped to complete the hearing and issue a report 
early in October, well in advance of the November 
elections. 

But no matter what the results are, the only victor 
in the squabble appears to be the Communists them- 
selves. As Senator McCarthy told a cheering Illinois 
American Legion convention recently, the men who 
are trying to censure him are “nice little boys” who 
lack “the guts” to help him expose Communists. And 
chief among these, of course, is Senator Ralph E. 
Flanders, a “Fair Deal” Republican from Vermont, 
who it is charged headed a firm that did business with 
Russia. 

Patriots Rally Behind McCarthy 

While left-wing journalists, radio and TV commen- 
tators have been emphasizing the anti-McCarthy drive, 
amazingly little space has been allotted to those who 
have been backing the anti-Communist campaign of 
the Wisconsin Senator. On Capitol Hill, for instance, 
Senator Everett M. Dirksen (R.-ill.), Senator Herman 
Welker (R.-Ida.), and Senator Pat McCarran (D.- 
Ney.) are among those who have stood up and ans- 
wered the anti-McCarthy lies and smears. 

Mrs. William Loeb, granddaughter of the founder 
of the Scripps-Howard newspaper chain, blasted the 
anti-McCarthy articles released in the above news- 
papers by columnist Frederick Woltman. She termed 
them “rotten, biased journalism which would make 
my grandfather (E. W. Scripps), who above all 
stood for integrity and fair play in the handling of 
news, turn in his grave in disgust and shame.” 

Dr. Francis X. Gannon, of the University of Scran- 
ton, has delivered a speech entitled “McCarthyism: A 
Defense of American Civilization,’ but the public 
press gave it little and in most instances no notice. 

American Legion posts across the country have ral- 
lied to the support of Senator McCarthy, and even 
Bernard M. Baruch stated on his recent birthday an- 
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Gregori Klimov, Former Red Army Major Who Fled to 

the West in 1947, Tells Washington News Conference That 

“The Communist Idea Is Dead in Soviet Russia”. Klimov, 

Who Heads a Group Doing Propaganda Work Against the 

Soviet Regime, Says the Chief Hope of the West “Is That 
an Internal Change Will Take Place in Russia.” 





ANNIE LEE MOSS CASE BLOWS UP IN FACES OF McCARTHY CRITICS 


niversary that he thought the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin had “done a 
lot to alert the American people to 
the dangers of Communism.” 

On the other hand, all Commu- 
nist publications and all Commu- 
nist front groups are battling Mc- 
Carthy. In fact, many of McCarthy’s 
opponents in Congress, a study Te- 
veals, have been on the receiving 
end of support from such groups 
as Americans for Democratic Ac- 
tion, the National Committee For 
An Effective Congress, the CIO- 
PAC and such left-wing political 
movements, 


Annie Moss Again Suspended 


Readers will recall that the anti- 
McCarthyites made much of the in- 
vestigation of Annie Lee Moss some 
months ago. The 48-year-old Negro 
woman was transferred from her 
code job to a less sensitive position 
in the Pentagon last January, and 
then suspended in late February, 
after Senator Joseph R. McCarthy 
had aceused her of being a Commu- 
nist. Mrs. Mary Staleup Markward, 
former FBI undercover agent, had 
identified her. 

When Mrs. Moss denied the 
charges, Senator Stuart Symington 
(D.-Mo.) and others were critical of 
McCarthy, and Symington promised 
to get her job back. Communists, 
leftists and “liberals” everywhere 
raised the cry of “persecution” 
against Senator McCarthy. The 
NaTIONAL Repustic at that time 
made it clear that this was not a 
case of mistaken identity, as claim- 
ed, and that the evidence against 
the Army employee had not been 
refuted. 

Now the Army has suspended the 
woman a second time, and Senator 
McCarthy says it’s “a good healthy 
indication that they are tightening 
up on security regulations.” Sena- 
tor Symington has said nothing to 
date, and neither: has Senator J. 
William Fulbright (D.-Ark.), who 
cited the Moss case as one of the 
charges against Senator McCarthy. 
The Army says now that “new evi- 
dence” ineluding her Communist 
Party card, has recently turned up 
to change the situation. 


30 Officers Involved With Peress 


Senator Joseph R. McCarthy has 
now revealed that 30 Army officers, 
including five generals, had an “ac- 
tive part in the promotion and hon- 
orable discharge of Major Irving 
Peress, Army dentist.” 

The recent McCarthy-Stevens has- 
sle stemmed from this case. The 
Senator said, however, that he be- 
lieved “no more than two or three 
were responsible.” In the mean- 
time, Brigadier General Ralph W. 











COMMUNIST MENACE ABROAD 


BY PAUL R. BISH 


It all started in 1933—in November, 1933, to be 
exact—-when the New Deal, fully warned in advance 
by Joe Stalin that the Soviet Union did not intend to 
mend its ways, formally recognized Soviet Russia, 
elevating it for the first time to the status of a govern- 
ment in which trust in treaty agreements could be Mr. Bish 
placed. 

This one move, raising the USSR above the level of a gangster-created 
and -operated government, immediately opened the way for diplomatic 
recognition by all other major countries of the world, carrying with it 
the exchange of trade, extension of credit and other favors which added 
great strength to the then struggling Communist regime. It opened to 
the Soviet government freedom for its skilled agents to legally enter 
every country, to learn of the diplomatic agreements between nations, 
their industrial capacities, their defenses, their economic conditions. It 
enabled these agents to circulate throughout these countries, spreading 
their propaganda, making contacts for the future, and pulling strings of 
discord, which would eventually turn the world into another bedlam of 
international conflict. 

History proves that Russia, prior to the period following World War 
II, had never been able to expand territorially except through war, al- 
though it did attempt to do so immediately following World War I, when 
revolutions were sprung in Hungary, Bavaria and Upper Mongolia. These 
temporary dictatorships were overthrown in counter-revolutions, except 
in Upper Mongolia, where it rested more or less at the half-way stage 
under Sun Yat Sen, the Chinese revolutionary under Soviet tutelage. 

Lenin used the “unfavorable peace’’ with Germany following World 
War I to continue to exist, then turned on Bavaria in an effort to get a 
foothold in disorganized Germany. Poland turned on the Russian Reds 
as they attempted to breach its territory to reinforce the German Commu- 
nists in the Bavarian coup. The other world powers had refused to grant 
Trotsky his peace terms. 

Following recognition of the Soviet Union in 1933, Russia’s world-wide 
conspiracies were greatly expanded through their espionage agents and 
through the Communist Party forces throughout the world. Stalin finally 
made a secret deal with Hitler, which meant an alliance also with Italy 
and Japan, Hitler’s allies. This secret agreement gave Russia permission 
to expand its reach in Europe, as the “four horsemen” began their march 
in all directions. Finally Stalin’s long-awaited chance to forge a second 
world war, opening the world to Red aggression, arrived. Propaganda 
fiends were turned loose to make the Hitler forces and their designs look 
more vicious than those of the Stalin forces. So the world broke out in 
another deadly conflict as Hitler and Stalin fell out. We accepted Stalin 
as a “‘peace loving ally,’’ fighting to “‘save democracy” against threatened 
world dictatorships. We destroyed Japan, Germany and Italy, the balanze 
of power against Russia in Europe and Asia. 

At the conference table at Yalta, the New Deal, brushing aside Great 
Britain, gave Russia clear sailing to complete its take-over of Eastern 
Europe and, through its puppets, to seize China and North Korea. The 
deal was further approved at Potsdam, and cemented at San Francisco, 
where the architects of the United Nations saw to it that Russia not only 
was given the veto power, but three votes to other nations’ one. 

Now at Geneva, without the new Washington administration’s part in 
the affair, France with the backing of Great Britain recently succumbed 
to the Reds again, this time turning over to the Communists the upper 
half of Indo-China. The world is now faced with further aggression in 
Indo-China, where Viet Namese are reportedly flocking over to the Reds 
in order to save their skins after the sell-out. Thailand and other little 
countries in Southeast Asia are shaky, the Red fifth column having heavily 
infiltrated them. Red activities have been stepped up in Japan, and South 
Korea charges violations of UN agreements by North Korean Reds. Aus- 
tralia and New Zealand are concerned lest the Reds direct their. drives 
southward. Formosa, all that is left of the Chinese Nationalist govern- 
ment, now faces 100,000 crack Red Chinese troops, thousands of whom 
are paratroopers. Red ships infest the waters all about Formosa, and the 
Mao government has made no secret of the fact that it will soon strike. 

Nehru, the Socialist ruler of India, is playing the Russo-Chinese game 
in the Near East and South Africa and against the Portuguese, Japanese 
Socialists are needling Japan. Thai Socialists have formed a front with 
the Reds. French Socialists, now in power, made the deal with Red China 
in its take-over of upper Indo-China, and is now stifling both the proposed 
Asiatic defense plan and the European Defense Community, The Socialist 
“New Deal” of France is making secret treaties with Red China and Soviet 
Russia. British Socialists are now in Peiping for a deal. 














28 UNITED NATIONS OPPOSITION GROWS AS FAILURES MOUNT UP 


Zwicker, who was a reluctant witness at the hearings, 
has been given a new assignment in the Far East. 
General Ridgeway has stated all who had to do with 
the Peress case, criticized by McCarthy, have been 
reprimanded, 


Kefauver Backs Edward Lamb 


The Federal Communications Commission has sched- 
uled a September 15 hearing on Edward Lamb’s ap- 
plication for a renewal of license on TV Station 
WICU, Erie, Pa. Lamb, who is also publisher of the 
Erie Dispatch and operator of several other news- 
papers and broadcasting outlets in Pennsylvania, Ohio 
and Florida, has been accused of Communist associa- 
tions. The NarionaL Repuswic has several times pub- 
lished Lamb’s pro-Red background. 

A new development in the case comes in the form 
of support for Lamb from Senator Estes Kefauver 
(D.-Tenn.). The latter said he had no doubt concern- 
ing Lamb’s loyalty and ventured the opinion that it 
was a “bad, dangerous precedent” for the FCC to 
make its charges. While Lamb has denied Red associ- 
ations, his record can hardly be questioned. Lamb’s 
attorneys, after trying to rush the FCC, now ask a 
delay in the hearings. 

Lamb was offered the post of treasurer of the Demo- 
cratic National Committee earlier this year and enter- 
tained Mrs. Franklin Roosevelt in Erie in June, ex- 
pressing the hope that Franklin Roosevelt, Jr., would 
follow in the footsteps of his father and become Presi- 
dent. 


U.N. Adds Failure on Failure 


The United Nations, for all practical purposes, is 
bankrupt. It has even been more unsuccessful than 
the defunct League of Nations. It failed to punish 
the aggressors in Korea. It failed to bring about real 
peace between Israel and the Arab states. It failed 
to settle the explosive situations between England and 
Egypt and between the French and the Moroccans. 

Finally Indo-China adds up to another colossal 
UN failure. In fact, it is doubtful if the free world 
can stand another such defeat. From its very begin- 
ning, the UN has served only the Communist world, 
enabling these aggressors to extend their control over 
millions of human beings, while the free world has 
been forced to retreat constantly. 

This score-card of failure has caused more and more 
people to denounce the United Nations, and to de- 
mand American withdrawal. The latest to join these 
ranks is General Mark W. Clark, now president of 
The Citadel, military college in South Carolina, The 
former head of UN forces in Korea said: 

“T have not had much respect for the United Na- 
tions. I don’t think it has contributed much to solu- 
tion of world problems ... It has been a great asset 
to them (the Russians) and a great detriment to us.” 

In the meantime, several bills are pending in Con- 
gress which call for American withdrawal from the 
UN if Red China is admitted, and a break of relations 
between the United States and Soviet Russia. 


Wiley Group Hears Views on UN 


A subcommittee of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, headed by Senator Alexander Wiley (R.- 
Wis.), is continuing its tour of various communities 


in order to obtain a cross-section of opinion concern- 
ing the proposed revision of the United Nations 
Charter, scheduled for next year. 

One of the most forceful declarations was presented 
in Des Moines, Ia., recently by Mrs. Gerald UO, Inman, 
of Davenport, whose patriotic activities include the 
Vigilant Women for the Bricker Amendment, the Na- 
tional Society of New England Women, United States 
Flag Committee and the Congress of Freedom. 

Calling the UN “a self-evident futility,” “fathered 
by Alger Hiss,” Mrs. Inman opposed any strengthen- 
ing of the UN Charter, and rapped world government, 
the NATO Status of Forces Treaty, the proposed 
“atom pool,” UNESCO and the Genocide Convention. 

“The history of liberty,” she concluded, “is a history 
of the limitation of governmental power, not the in- 
crease of it.” 


Integration Faces Problems 


The Supreme Court ruling banning segregation in 
the Nation’s schools was hailed in many quarters as 
a great step forward in the matter of racial relations, 
second only to Lincoln’s Emancipation Proclamation. 
But as time passes, it becomes increasingly evident 
that many obstacles must be overcome before integra- 
tion is an accomplished fact. 

Arguments based on Christian and ethical issues 
are generally accepted in most sections of the North, 
but they carry little weight when advanced in the 
South. There is strong opposition to educational 
integration in some of the border States, such as Vir- 
ginia, although no serious incidents are expected. But 
the picture is different in the deep South, and States 
such as South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama and Missis- 
sippi may not comply—without force. It is hoped 
that there will be no bloodshed, but it is difficult to 
overcome the prejudices and traditions of 300 years. 
Economic, social, sexual and moral standards are 
involved, and understanding and patience will be 
needed before the proper adjustments can be made. 

[It was President Eisenhower’s wish that Washing- 
ton, D. C., would set an example for the Nation in 
this respect. But the integration plan advanced by 
Dr. Hobart M. Corning, superintendent of schools, has 
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New York Police Stand Guard as Pro-Communist Pickets 
Demonstrate Against South Korean President Syngman 
Rhee During the American-Korean Foundation Dinner in 
His Honor. In His Speech Dr. Rhee Thanked America 
“For Saving Our Country and For Giving Us Renewed 
Hope of Eventual Triumph” Against Communism. 
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United Press Photo 

Russian Writer Ilya Ehrenburg Angrily Protests Examina- 

tion of His Luggage Upon Arrival at Santiago, Chile. He 

Made the Trip to Present a Medal to Chilean Communist 

Poet Pablo Neruda, and Argued That He Deserved Diplo- 
matic Immunity. 


met with something less than enthusiastic support. 
In fact, the Federation of Citizens’ Associations has 
charged that subversive individuals and groups have 
influenced the board of education, and has submitted 
facts to the FBI and to Congressional investigators. 
Mrs. Henry A. Bartlett, Federation president, said 
the groups in question were “more un-American than 
Communist.” 
Educators Deny Red Charges 

Dr. Ernest Watson Burgess, former University of 
Chicago professor, and Dr, Robert Morss Lovett, form- 
er New Deal oflice-holder following his retirement 
from the University of Chicago, have denied charges 
that they were once Communist Party members. Louis 
Budenz, ex-Red and one-time editor of the Communist 
Daily Worker, had identified them. 

Dr. Burgess admitted that he had been a member 
of the National Council of American-Soviet Friend- 
ship, and that he had made three trips to the Soviet 
Union. Dr. Lovett admitted having contributed an 
article recently to the Communist magazine Masses 
and Mainstream, but denied knowing Maurice Malkin, 
former Red, who testified that he had been a Com- 
munist Party member. The hearing was before the 
Subversive Activities Control Board on a Government 
petition to have the National Council of American- 
Soviet Friendship register as a Communist front. 

Dr. Ralph Barton Perry, of Harvard, also denied 
Communist links although he had been vice-chairman 
of the National Council of American-Soviet Friend- 
ship as late as 1943. Louis Budenz had quoted Jack 
Stachel, Communist leader now in jail, as saying in 
1945 that Dr. Perry was “a loyal adherent of the Com- 
munist Party.” 

Meanwhile, the dismissal of three Hunter College 
faculty members will be demanded when New York’s 
Board of Higher Education meets on September 30. 
They are Dr. V. Jerauld McGill, Dr. Louis Weisner 
and Dr. Charles W. Hughes, all of whom have now ad- 
mitted former Communist Party membership. 

West Coast Educator Charged 

The board of trustees of Reed College, Portland, 
Ore., has preferred charges against Dr. Stanley Moore, 
who was a reluctant witness before the House Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities last June. 

At the same time the board announced that no dis- 
ciplinary action will be taken against two other Reed 


College teachers who were likewise uncooperative— 
Lloyd J. Reynolds and Leonard Marsak. 


NEA Head Rebuffed on Federal Aid 

Did Miss Waurine Walker, of Austin, Tex., new 
president of the National Education Association, get 
the well-known brush-off? No one is speaking for 
publication. But when Miss Walker appeared recent- 
ly at the office of Mrs. Oveta Culp Hobby, Secretary 
of the Health, Education and Welfare Department, 
she was informed that her appointment had been can- 
celed. Mrs. Hobby had been called away “unex- 
pectedly.” 

The NEA is controlled by “liberals” and “progres- 
sive” educators, and the purpose of Miss Walker’s 
visit was to seek Federal aid to education. Mrs. 
Hobby is on record as favoring a delay until at least 
the findings of a national conference, scheduled two 
years hence, can be made known. 

Meanwhile, at the Chicago convention of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Teachers, AFL, Carl J. Megel, presi- 
dent, scored the’ Eisenhower Administration for its 
failure to provide Federal aid to education. 

Ex-Red Teacher Reverses Stand 

Dr. Wilbur Lee Mahaney, Jr., Philadelphia teacher 
now under suspension, is one of 26 witnesses recently 
cited for contempt for refusal to answer questions 
before the House Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties. But the 52-year-old teacher recently reversed 
his stand and purged himself of the charge. 

Dr. Mahaney has now admitted that he belonged to 
the Communist Party from 1935 to about 1946, and 
has given the probers the names of 16 others whom he 
has identified as one-time fellow Reds. 


New Hampshire Continues Probe 


Lewis W. Feuer, 64-year-old Polish-born farmer, 
has refused to say whether he is or ever was a member 
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Dr. Wendell Furry, Harvard Physicist, Has Been Cited for 

Contempt by the U. S. Senate For His Refusal to Answer 

Questions About Communism Put to Him by Senator Jo- 

seph R. McCarthy. Another Harvard Faculty Member, 

Leon J. Kamin, Was Likewise Cited. Both Cases Now Go 
to the Justice Department for Prosecution. 
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of the Communist Party, as Special State Investigator 
Stuart Connor continues New Hampshire’s drive 
against subversives. 

Feuer was questioned about the Red affiliations of 
himself, his wife, three sons and a daughter, but in 
all cases he invoked Constitutional privileges. One 
son is a professor, one “promotes wrestling matches,” 
and a third is a “scientific forester.” 

Earlier a Nashua, N. H., couple—Hugo DeGregory 
and Mrs. Louis (Dobrowolski) DeGregory—also re- 
fused to answer Mr. Connor’s questions on the 
grounds of possible self-incrimination. The couple 
had recently arrived in New Hampshire from San 
Diego, Calif. Mrs. DeGregory’s father, Konstant Dob- 


THE OPPENHEIMER CASE 


of an emotional character.” 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


rowolski, and her brother, Edward, were also investi- 
gated. 
Vermonter Silent on Red Ties 

William H. Hinton, of Putney, Vt., a so-called agri- 
cultural expert who lived in Red China from 1947 to 
1953, defied the Senate Internal Security subcommit- 
tee by refusing to state whether he is a Communist. 
He also refused to answer questions concerning his 
wife and sister, both of whom are still in China. The 
sister, Joan, once worked at the Los Alamos atomic 
installation under Dr. Robert Oppenheimer. 

Hinton is the son of Mrs. Carmelita Hinton, head 
of the Putney School, which has been mentioned in 
these columns many times in the past. 








“We are con- 


(Continued from Page 15) 
tion with Chevalier has continued . . . he 
still considers him to be his friend.” 

The board found that although Oppen- 
heimer worked enthusiastically to develop 
the atomic bomb for use against Fascism, 
he opposed dvelopment of the “H” bomb 
for use against the present enemy. “The 
board finds that his views in opposition 
to the development of the ‘H’ bomb as ex- 
pressed in 1949 . . . had an adverse effect 
on recruitment of scientists and the prog- 
ress of the scientific effort in this field 
(emphasis mine)”; had it not been for 
this, “the ‘H’ bomb project would have 
been pursued with considerably more vig- 
or, thus increasing the possibility of earli- 
er success in this field.” The board con- 
cluded that this opposition was the most 
important factor, on top of others, which 
“did delay the initiation of concerted ef- 
fort which led to the development of a 
thermonuclear weapon.” 

“There are those who seem deeply con- 
vinced that Dr. Oppenheimer has a right 
to continued employment, in view of his 
brilliant capabilities” states the board re- 
port; “Citizens of this country have many 
inalienable rights, but it is clear that Gov- 
ernment service is a privilege and not a 
right This might well be pondered by 
Dr. Bush and other Oppenheimer sup- 
porters. But now the board deals direct- 
ly with the Bush contention: “. . . because 
the loyalty or security risk status of a 
scientist or any other intellectual may be 
brought into question, scientists and in- 
tellectuals are ill-advised to assert that a 
reasonable and sane inquiry constitutes an 
attack upon scientists and _ intellectuals 
generally.” The board then comments 
that some of Oppenheimer’s strongest sup- 
porters, in rushing to his defense without 
looking at all the facts, have “allowed 
their convictions to supersede what might 
reasonably have been their recollections.” 

Discussing Oppenheimer’s attempt to 
influence policy generally, in the matter 
of military strategy, the board stated that 
“those officials who are responsible for the 
security of the country must be certain 
that the advice which they seek appropri- 
ately reflects special competence . . . un- 
colored and uninfluenced by considerations 


cerned”, said the board, that “he may 
have departed from his role as scientific 
adviser to exercise highly persuasive influ- 
ence in matters in which his convictions 
were not necessarily related to the protec- 
tion of the strongest offensive military in- 
terests of the country.” Although stating 
that Dr. Oppenheimer was a loyal citizen, 
the board concluded that “there developed 
other facts which raised questions of such 
serious import to give us concern about 
whether the retention of Dr. Oppenheim- 
er’s services would be clearly consistent 
with the security interests of the United 
States.” 

Furthermore, noted that a 
1949 public letter to a Rochester news- 
paper by Oppenheimer relative to his 
association with the former Communist, 
Dr. Bernard Peters, “repudiated his testi- 
mony given in secret session.” Beginning 
with the Chevalier incident, the board 
held that Oppenheimer “has repeatedly 
exercised an arrogance of his own judg- 
ment with respect to the loyalty and re- 
liability of other citizens to an extent 
which has frustrated and at times impeded 
the workings of the security system.” As 
to Chevalier specifically, the board stated: 

“What is important is that Chevalier’s 
Communist background and _ activities 
were known to Dr. Oppenheimer. While 
he says he believed Chevalier is not now 
a Communist, his association with him, 
on what could not be considered a casual 
basis, is not the kind of thing that our 
security system permits of one who cus- 
tomarily has access to information of the 
highest classification. Loyalty to one’s 
friends is one of the noblest of qualities. 
Being loyal to one’s friends (as in the 
cases Of Bohm, Lomanitz, Peters, and 
Chevalier) above reasonable obligations to 
the country and to the security system, 
however, is not clearly consistent with 
the interests of security.” 

The four final conclusions of the board 
need to be pondered by all those inter- 
ested in the Oppenheimer case: 

“1) We find that Dr. Oppenheimer’s 
continuing conduct and associations have 
reflected a serious disregard for the re- 
quirements of the security system. 

“2) We have found a susceptibility to 
influence which could have serious impli- 


the board 


cations for the security interests of the 
country. 

“3) We find his conduct in the hydro- 
gen bomb program sufficiently disturbing 
as to raise a doubt as to whether his 
future participation, if characterized by 
the same attitudes in a Government pro- 
gram relating to the national defense, 
would be clearly consistent with the best 
interests of security. 

“4) We have regretfully concluded that 
Dr. Oppenheimer has been less than can- 
did in several instances in his testimony 
before this board.” 

For those who were still of the opinion 
that Oppenheimer had in some way been 
wronged, the five-man Atomic Energy 
Commission itself then proceeded to con- 
firm the findings of the three-man Per- 
sonnel Board. Voting four to one (Strauss, 
Zuckert, Campbell and Murray versus 
Smyth) the AEC closed the Oppenheimer 
case once and for all by agreeing that 
he should be denied further access to 
classified data. Actually the AEC went 
beyond confirming the findings of the Per- 
sonnel Board; whereas the latter had con- 
cluded that although Oppenheimer was 
a security risk he was “loyal”, the AEC 
not only failed to affirm Oppenheimer’s 
loyalty, but one commission member 
(Murray) stated that he was “disloyal”. 

The significant conclusions of the AEC 
were: “We find tkat Dr. Oppenheimer is 
not entitled to the continued confidence 
of the Government and of this commis- 
sion The record shows that Dr. 
Oppenheimer has consistently placed him- 
self outside the rules which govern others. 
He has falsified in matters wherein he 
was charged with grave responsibilities in 
the national interest . . . We find that his 
associations with persons known to him 
to be Communists have extended far be- 
yond the tolerable limits of prudence . . . 
Dr. Oppenheimer is hereby denied access 
to restricted data.” 





RECORD OF THE AAUW 

(Continued from Page 18) 
“The Attack on the Public Schools” and 
“The Attack on the UN and UNESCO.” 
That teachers in thousands of our public 
schools have attacked the American tradi- 
tion of free enterprise, and that the UN 
and UNESCO have attacked our religious 
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faith and our Constitutional rights, ap- 
parently has not impressed the ladies who 
mix the ingredients of these kits. 

When the kit on “The Attack on the 
Public Schools” first was issued, on Janu- 
ary 17, 1952, AAUW hational education 
chairman Constance Warren sent along a 
prejudiced introductory letter, which in 
its very first paragraph praised the con- 
troversial Dr. Willard E. Goslin, formerly 
of Pasadena, Calif. The second para- 
graph deplored attacks on schools by 
“self-appointed patriots.” But who should 
“appoint” patriots? Perhaps the officers 
of the AAUW, in accordance with their 
unrepresentative charter? 

Even though of late several additions 
on the conservative side have been made, 
these kits are still full of socialistic ma- 
terial. There is the vicious pamphlet, 
American Education Under Fire, by 
N.Y.U.’s Ernest O. Melby, one-time vice- 
chairman of the Committee on Education 
of the National Council of American- 
Soviet Friendship, named on the Attorney 
General’s subversive list. Indulging in 
generalities, Dean Melby called “these at- 
tacks” on our schools “dishonest” and 
characterized any demands for a return 
to more discipline as “Prussianism.” 

The UN kit which this writer obtained, 
while it included a conservative pamphlet 
by Frank E. Holman, was amply padded 
with such left-wing material as a Public 
Affairs pamphlet by Roger N. Baldwin 
and a copy of the ideologically perverted 
United Nations World, in which such 
ancient fronters as Harry A. Overstreet 
and Frederick L. Schumann were still ex- 
ecuting their Quixotic rear-guard skirm- 
ishes. Both kits offer a heavy dosage of 
that line of the left-wing Americans for 
Democratic Action, which Mrs. Eleanor 
Roosevelt, Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., and 
the New York Post’s James Wechsler are 
still bestowing upon the Nation at large. 

Along with Mrs. Roosevelt, the AAUW 
has opposed Congressional investigations 
of Communists in the educational pro- 
fession. Even though, through many a 
year, the presidents of such Communist- 
infested universities as Harvard, Colum- 
bia and Chicago have done little if any- 
thing to root out the Communists of their 
faculties, AAUW president Susan B. Ri- 
ley, in her keynote address, at the AAUW 
convention in Minneapolis, on June 23, 
1953, indorsed the position of the Ameri- 
can Association of University Professors, 
which deems our universities themselves 
to be competent “to establish a tribunal 
to determine the facts and fairly judge 
the nature and degree of any trespass 
upon academic integrity, as well as the 
penalty such trespass merits.” Dr. Riley 
is not worried about any whitewashing 
attempts by faculty members who, though 
not Communists themselves, may have 
come down with a rash of the collectivist 
virus. 

Susan B. Riley, AAUW’s eighth presi- 
dent, is on the staff of George Peabody 
College for Teachers, “the Columbia 


Teachers College of the South.” Harold 
Benjamin, long one of the most aggres- 
sive activists of the National Education 
Association’s National Commission for the 
Defense of Democracy Through Educa- 
tion, holds forth at said college, in Nash- 
ville, Tenn. When the Socialist-minded 
Dr. Willard E. Goslin, who is praised in 
AAUW’s education kit, was declared 
persona non grata in Pasadena’s educa- 
tional system, he found a haven as chair- 
man of the Division of Educational Ad- 
ministration and Community Develop- 
ment at Peabody Teachers College. 

It seems assured that under Dr. Riley’s 
leadership the pseudo-liberal traditions of 
AAUW, which in all too many instances 
have proved to be identical with domestic 
and international Socialism, will be con- 
tinued. 

As a typical AAUW president, revered 
in AAUW annals, Dr. Mary E. Woolley 
might be cited. President from 1927 to 
1933, the quondam head of Mount Holy- 
oke College in the course of her career 
sponsored an unenviable number of Com- 
munist fronts, including the American 
Committee for Protection of Foreign 
Born, American Youth Congress, Ameri- 
can Youth for Democracy, Friends of the 
Abraham Lincoln Brigade, League of 
Women Shoppers, and many more. 

Throughout the more than three dec- 
ades of its existence, the American Asso- 
ciation of University Women has been 
deeply involved in the sponsorship of 
those paternalistic and bureaucratic causes 
which negate the original American con- 
cept of freedom from governmental med- 
dling. No wonder, then, that Susan Riley, 
Mabel Newcomer and most other AAUW 
factotums have joined the chorus of the 
anti-anti-Communists who pleased the 
Kremlin no end by heaping criticism on 
our Congressional exterminators of the 
most obnoxious Communist rats. Did 
AAUW officers feel that the past of their 
own organization, in the light of forth- 
right exposures, might look unpleasantly 
tainted? 





WHO'S LOSING THE FIGHT? 
(Continued from Page 4) 


a young man bounced to his feet and said, 
“That sounds like Communist propaganda 
to me, and I don’t like it.” A whole bar- 
rage of objections followed, with only the 
feeblest defense. 

The League of Women Voters held a 
panel forum on “The Challenge to Civil 
Rights.” Although the panel of five was 
supposed to represent a range of views on 
Congressional investigations of Commun- 
ism, actually it turned out that four of 
the five were decidedly of the “liberal” 
persuasion, and the fifth was neutral. But 
they didn’t get away with it. Dissenters 
in the audience argued the other side vig- 
orously until they were choked off by ad- 
journment. 

This anti-Communist awakening by the 
people in our town and yours is beginning 
to be translated into tangible results. Even 
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in respect to official action, the picture is 
brighter than Dr. Matthews’ brush has 
painted it. The Tidelands properties have 
been turned back to the States. A Gov- 
ernment-owned steel mill and a number of 
aluminum plants have been sold to private 
industry. Uncle Sam has gone out of the 
synthetic rubber business. The complexion 
of the National Labor Relations Board has 
been changed from pro-labor to pro-public. 

A new policy in the State Department 
now permits dismissal of a “security risk” 
where a “reasonable doubt” of loyalty ex- 
ists. Formerly a spy could hardly be 
budged by a grand jury indictment. The 
Communist Party is for all practical pur- 
poses outlawed by the Attorney General’s 
interpretation of the Internal Security Act. 
Last October 14, President Eisenhower 
signed an executive order making the re- 
fusal of Government employees to testify 
before Congressional committees under the 
plea of self-incrimination a ground for dis- 
missal, without regard to civil service 
status. 

The Communist process in the New 
York State Teachers Union has been brok- 
en up. As far back as March, 1953, it was 
reported that 81 teachers in the New York 
City school system had resigned or been 
discharged because of Communist connec- 
tions. New York’s high courts have ruled 
that civil service status does not protect 
the job tenure of teachers with Communist 
affiliations. The old “wolf, wolf!” cry of 
the pink professors that academic freedom 
was being ravished by our protective meas- 
ures was answered finally and authorita- 
tively in 1953 by the Association of Ameri- 
can Universities. “No person who accepts 
or advocates such principles and methods 
(as those of Soviet Russia and her pup- 
pets) has any place in a university,” read 
the now famous A.A.U. resolution. “Mem- 
bership in the Communist Party extin- 
guishes the right to a university position 
. . . Academic freedom is not a shield for 
those who break the law.” 


The battle is yet far from being won. 
It is in the process of being won, but final 
victory will come ‘nly if this revival of 
old-fashioned Americanism continues and 
is accelerated. All credit to Dr. Matthews 
and his kind, whose leadership has inspired 
the fighters against Socialism-Communism. 
But let’s pause a moment to applaud all 
those sergeants and corporals and privates 
who have been carrying the banner in their 
own communities. 


All of them at times must have felt that 
they were doing a disagreeable, thankless 
task. There was no chance of financial 
reward—rather a continued sacrifice of 
money and time, and even of good will. 
The heaviest price paid by one who joins 
this home-front army is the sophisticated 
ridicule, half-concealed but always appar- 
ent, that is sure to be his lot. “Ben’s a 
Red-baiter, you know, he looks in every 
closet for spies.” Sometimes the sarcasm 
is applied with a trowel. “Are you afraid 
to read books by Howard Fast and E. 
Stanley Jones?” “Do you think Robin 
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Hood and Lil’ Abner will make Reds out 
of the kids?” “Did my voting for Adlai 
Stevenson class me as a subversive accord- 
ing to your standards?” 

The very bitterness of these snarls is 
further evidence that at last the world- 
changers are on the defensive. They’ve 
had a gala parade, but their bandwagon is 
beginning to bog down at last. 

There is solid encouragement in the fact 
that at last a hard-core nucleus of anti- 
Communists is being formed. Some of 
these patriots are becoming as dedicated 
and tough-minded as the Reds themselves. 
‘hat’s what we have lacked in order to 
combat a fanaticism the most flinty and 
relentless that ever supported any move- 
ment in modern history. The adventure 
of helping to stop these passionate pilgrims 
of Marx and Lenin is open to all who love 
a good fight for a cause that is belatedly 
on the march. The best way to help is 
to let these leaders know that they are 
not alone in this scrap. 


MAN'S LAST FRONTIER 
(Continued from Page 22) 

assist this “defrosting” 
A scientist explained it to this 
writer in this way: 

“The radiant energy that our sun pours 
down into Death Valley, Nev., is no more 
than the amount of energy it pours into 
Sun Valley, Ida. This radiation density 
is practically the same wherever the sun 
is shining. It has been calculated that the 
solar energy received by our earth in one 
minute is equal to the burning of 100 
million tons of soft coal in that minute. 
But the heat and light that flood into sum- 
mer Antarctica bounce back into the air 
just as neatly as if the continent were 
covered with polished metal mirrors. The 
actual date in future history—the date 
when the last bucket of Antarctic ice will 
melt depends upon how soon Ant- 
arctic men cover how many square miles 
there with something black.” 

If you believe this, the test 
be made in your own refrigerator at home 
by placing ice cubes under a 150-watt 
bulb, wrapping half of the cubes in a 
black covering (blackened metal foil pre- 
ferred). The light and heat will be re- 
flected from the uncovered cubes, leaving 
them solidly frozen. But within an hour 
or two the covered cubes will have melted. 
This same principle, it is predicted, can be 
applied to the vast Antarctic refrigerator, 
hastening the day when the entire region 
will be ice-free. 

The idea of moving to Antarctica prob- 
ably does not appeal very strongly to peo- 
ple who have been brought up in New 
York, Chicago, Los Angeles or Walla-Wal- 
la. But there is one additional selling 
point that should be mentioned. Life 
“down there” would be far healthier than 
in any American community. 

For the Antarctic atmosphere is prac- 
tically free from bacteria and smoke and 
dust which are the by-products of civilized 
ations, and, as a result, nose, throat and 
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lung ailments would be virtually unknown. 
In the average American city about 1,000 
tons of dust settle in each square mile 
every year, and consequently the atmos- 
phere is far from clear. On the other hand 
Admiral Byrd has reported that on one 
occasion at Little America it was possible 
to follow with the naked eye an ordinary 
weather balloon up to 79,000 feet before 
it finally faded from sight in the deep 
purple sky. Such visibility would be pos- 
sible only in a practically dust-free atmos- 
phere, and this condition is explained by 
the fact that a belt of maximum rainfall 
over the Equator and another belt of 
snow and sleet near 60 degrees South 
Latitude provide effective barriers against 
the diffusion of airborne dusts southward. 

But no matter what riches Antarctica 
promises for us, no matter what strategic 
significance it holds for us in the event 
of another all-out war, no matter how 
feasible exploration, colonization and ex- 
ploitation may prove to be, nothing can 
be, or will be, done about it until and 
unless our State Department reverses its 
policy and claims for America the terri- 
tory already earned and deserved. Can 
we longer afford to close our eyes to 
this potentially rich continent, while other 
nations, including Soviet Russia, help 
themselves? 

There has been much discussion con- 
cerning a possible rocket trip to Mars, 
and it has been predicted that such an 
expedition will actually be launched be- 
fore the end of this century. Perhaps so. 
But is it not reasonable that we should 
first conquer man’s last global frontier— 
Antarctica—before venturing into outer 
space? 





ACHIEVEMENTS OF 

THE 83rd CONGRESS 

(Continued from Page 2) 
derived from commodities which receive 
no price support, or are supported on a 
flexible basis which tends constantly to 
balance supply and demand. 

It is fair to question, even challenge, 
the wisdom of a farm program which, 
over the years, has piled up billions of 
dollars worth of surpluses we cannot con- 
sume, while at the same time approxi- 
mately one-third of our families, now tol- 
erating sub-standard nutrition, could well 
consume the products from the surplus 
acres if they were soundly converted from 
the surplus crops to the meat, fruit, vege- 
table and dairy products which the peo- 
ple actually want and need. 

In any event, we will soon need this 
surplus-crop area to produce the things 
needed and required by our constantly 
increasing population. 

These problems of adjustment are dif- 
ficult and challenging, but they are basic- 
ally problems of abundance and plenty. 
We should face them with determination 
and courage. In practically every other 
country in the world, the problem is scar- 
city, malnutrition or starvation. Our prob- 
lem is only to distribute and use wisely 
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the bountiful abundance and great plenty 
with which God has blessed us. 

No friend of America will wish in No- 
vember to interrupt this strong forward 
movement of our national life. Much re- 
mains to be accomplished if we are to 
meet the ultimate challenge of these 
times. 

In closing, let me remind our people of 
what the 83rd Congress has done in the 
matter of anti-Communist legislation. We 
have reversed the trend of recent years, 
and now have the Reds on the run. All 
good Americans can take pride in that. 

We have been moving forward steadily 
for two years through constructive coop- 
eration, mobilizing all the forces of good- 
will in this favored land. Let us continue 
to work together — Republicans, Demo- 
crats, Independents, alike—to encourage 
thrift and prudence, to cultivate and but- 
tress the strengths and resources of free- 
dom, to preserve and defend the Republic 
against all enemies, within and without. 

A better day awaits not only America, 
but all the world. Let us resolve to move 
forward in freedom—America Unafraid! 





“STUDENTS FOR AMERICA" 
(Continued from Page 6) 

we believe there should be a reasonable 
balance of representative opinion in all 
departments dealing with political issues. 
As vacancies occur, we believe that every 
effort should be made to bring the com- 
position of such departments more nearly 
into balance. This will enable the student 
to hear various points of view, so that in 
learning to weigh them, he may thereby 
gain maturity of judgment.” 

Thus we have seen what “Students For 
America” is, and what it has been doing 
to promote its cause on the college campus. 
General MacArthur had this to say about 
it: “I should be proud indeed to be affili- 
ated with your patriotic movement as its 
honorary president.” 

Fulton Lewis, Jr., 
news commentator, 


the 


said, 


widely-known 
“There is a 
strictly pro-American student organization 


on college campuses today. It is headed 
by some of the smartest and most aggres- 
sive anti-Communis:s in college. It is 
known as Students For America.” And 
Senator Karl Mundt, widely-known for his 
search and exposure of subversives, said, 
“Students For America is a typical Ameri- 
can organization standing on its own feet 
and organized by students themselves who 
have reached a decision that the best way 
to fight Communist inroads among young 
Americans is for sturdy and _ patriotic 
young Americans to set up their organiza- 
tions to repel such propaganda.” 

The national headquarters can _ be 
reached by any interested student, present 
or past, by addressing “Students For 
America,” Box 2128, Hollywood 28, Calif. 
It is an organization that needs the support 
of students and interested citizens who be- 
lieve in the American way, and an organi- 
zation which every student needs on his 
campus. 











TURNING SEARCHLIGHT ON REDS 


By Walter S. Steele 


The last-minute battle in the Senate over the Butler- 
Velde Bill to ban Communists from labor unions, re- 
sulted in tirades on the part of Senators Humphreys 
and Morse, which appeared to be efforts to forestall 
such legislation during the recent session of Congress. 
The end to this seemingly was drastic amendments, 
which it is believed were intended to so tangle the 
situation, as to throw the question back in committee, 
or to create a deadlock in conference, thereby fore- 
talling any anti-Red legislation. 

This publication supported the enactment of the 
Tydings-McCormack legislation curbing subversion 
within our armed forces. It also supported the enact- 
ment of the Smith Sedition and Internal Security Acts 
(McCarran-Mundt-Nixon-Walter Bill), when it was evi- 
dent that outright outlawing of the Communist Party 
was not presently possible. 

Under these laws, the Administration has been suc- 
cessfully convicting and deporting Communists by the 
scores Also it has been barring alien-born Commu- 
nists from entry Many cases are now pending under 
these laws Under these laws, party fronters have also 
been or are being handled, If we are to believe the 
cries of the party leaders and their fellow-travelers, 
these subversives are being gradually smothered to si- 
lence They bring the Reds into the open. 

The amendments as they stood, it was claimed by 
the Department of Justice which must handle all the 
cases of subversion, would have nullified the above 
laws True, the ban on Communists in labor unions 
would have been retained in the Humphrey-Morse pro- 
posal As finally reported by conference the above 
tangles have been unravelled. 

The Communists do not like the new law any more 
than they like the above laws. They warn that they 
will challenge it as unconstitutional. They term it 
“Hitlerism,” ‘‘anti-Labor,” “anti-racial,”” a “gag on 
free speech and free assembly.”’ The left-wing Ameri- 
cans For Democratic Action called on President Eisen- 
hower to veto it. 

The American Civil Liberties Union also spoke out 
against it. Yet, Senators Humphrey and Morse are 
both top officials of the ADA, and have been closely 
aligned with the CIO-PAC, and the ACLU crowd. The 
Department of Justice announces it was unneeded 
legislation, and that it will continue to operate under 
the effectiveness of the Smith and Internal Security 
Acts 

The new law does ban the Communists from the 
ballot as a party This claim was always a sham. Com- 
never expected to win control over our 
through popular vote, The party has 
always been an organized conspiracy to overthrow our 
Government by illegal methods, using the political 
“party” disguise to enable its forces to spread poison, 
confusion and unrest, during times when people’s 
minds are open to arguments for and against legal 
changes in conditions, if not in our system of Govern- 
ment. To some this method has given the Communists 
a respectable appearance. It has served to sort of 
legalize their abuses. It has never been a political 
party in the American sense, but rather an arm of the 
espionage wing of the Soviet government. To outlaw 
it is neither serious to the Reds or their fronters, nor 
does it in anyway smack of Moscowism, Mussolinism 
or Hitlerism, each of which outlawed all legitimate po- 
litical parties, permitting only their own parties to 
exist We still have the Republican Party, the Demo- 
cratic Party, the Socialist Party of several brands, the 
Progressive Party, the American Labor Party, the 
Liberal Party, and what not? The Communist “Party”, 


munists have 
Government 


is merely an organization name. It was for awhile 
an ‘“‘Association.”’ 


As a further indication that the Reds expect to chal- 
lenge the new law is the recent filing of Elizabth Gur- 
ley Flynn (Communist) for Congress in NYC, under 
the label of “People’s Rights Committee,’’ and of the 
filing in New Jersey, as independents by Charles Nus- 
ser and Bert Salwen, for the office of Freeholder, in 
Essex and Mercer counties. All are openly known 
Communists, two of them members of the National 
Committee of the Communist Party. Joseph Dermer 
(NYC) is campaign manager for Flynn and Ted Man- 
dell of the Labor Youth League will round up the 
young Red vote for her. 


Not all of the top Communists have gone under- 
ground during the Government’s crackdown, but many 
have. Among those openly leading the party affairs are 
the above mentioned. Those serving prison sentences 
also continue to openly hold their organizational titles. 
A. Krcehmarek is now chairman of the party in Cleve- 
land, O.; Simon Gerson still holds on to the Legislative 
Chairmanship of N. Y.; Claude Lightfoot is Executive 
Secretary of the party’s Illinois District; Anna Bary 
is secretary of the Colorado District; Fred Blair, the 
Wisconsin District; Pettis Perry is a member of the 
National Committee and Chairman of the National 
Campaign Commission; Wm. Schneiderman, still heads 
the Southwestern District out of California; Wm, Z. 
Foster is still National Chairman. 

The Daily Worker, Sunday Worker, People’s Daily 
World (party organs) are still operating openly, rais- 
ing thousands of dollars for party propaganda. Po- 
litical Affairs, Masses-Mainstream, March of Labor, 
National Guardian, all monthlies, are still operating 
in full force, Party Voice has been added to the official 
organs circulated out of New York City. ‘‘The Quarter- 
ly’? now issues from Los Angeles. Front publications 
continue to appear in various sections of our country. 

The only change in the propaganda angle, of the 
above organs, is that some of the local talent has been 
put to work at other tasks, and more pro-Soviet fea- 
tures are being wriiten abroad. To pick up the aver- 
age Communist organ in our country today, one would 
think he was reading the Moscow Daily News, instead 
of a publication published for American consumption. 

The Commies held a national convention in NYC in 
August. Delegates were present from 24 states, This 
means that the party has lumped some states into one 
District, reducing the Districts from 38 as in 1938, to 
24 as of today. The pronouncements at the convention 
indicated that they were giving little consideration to 
entering candidates for office this year, but instead 
there was emphasis on supporting leftists of the New 
Deal stripe on the Democratic Party ticket. Glen 
Taylor, who had Communist support as a candidate 
on the Progressive ticket with Henry Wallace, has 
come back, capturing the Democratic nomination in 
Idaho for the United States Senate. In Arkansas, a 
former student (Orval Tabus) of Commonwealth Col- 
lege, closed by the State as a Communist-free-love in- 
stitution and soundly denounced by the AFL, has 
gained the Democratic nomination for Governor, tanta- 
mount to election in that State. Leftists have won 
out in the Democratic races in other States, James 
Roosevelt for Congress, in California; Kefauver for 
Senate in Tennessee; Neely for Senate in West Vir- 
ginia; Murray in Montana; Humphrey, Minnesota; 
Sparkman, Alabama; Douglas, Illinois. These could 
readily fit into the (Reds’) plan of supporting pro-New 
Dealers, under which regime the Reds claim they ney- 
er had it so good. 
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W rap the big hand around the little hand... for now 


begins a little heart’s journey into prayer ...the guide 

is Dad, the goal sa security not even he can provide. 
But the pattern is security, and it is Dad's priv le ge 

to supply his part of it for the little hearts in his care. 
In this binding, enclosing love life finds its 


fine st answer. 
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The security of our homes is our worthiest 
goal. And providing it is a privilege unique in a 
country like ours, where each of us is free to 
choose his way. 

And, think: The security that begins in your 
home, joined to that of other homes, builds the 


strength of America, 


Saving for security is easy! 
Read every word—now! 


If you’ve tried to save and failed, 
chances are it was because you didn’t 
have a plan. Well, here’s a savings sys- 
tem that really works—the Payroll 
Savings Plan for investing in U.S. 
Savings Bonds. This is all you do. Go 
to your company’s pay office, choose 
the amount you want to save—a couple 
of dollars a payday, or as much as you 
wish. That money will be set aside for 
you before you even draw your pay. 
And automatically invested in Series 
“E” U.S. Savings Bonds which are 
turned over to you. 


If you can save only $3.75 a week on 
the Plan, in 9 years and 8 months you 
will have $2,137.30. 


United States Series “E” Savings 
Bonds earn interest at an average of 
3% per year, compounded semiannu- 
ally, when held to maturity! And they 
can go on earning interest for as long 
as 19 years and 8 months if you wish, 
giving you a return of 80% on your 
original investment! 


Eight million working men and 
women are building their security with 
the Payroll Savings Plan. For your 
sake, and your family’s, too, how about 
signing up today? If you are self- 
employed, ask your banker about the 
Bond-A-Month Plan. 


ynated by this publication in 


P 


iblishers of America, 





